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WHAT 


WE 
THINK 


on the month’s news. 


Their politicians, not ours 

What next? As if the Government’s cup 
of embarrassment was not full enough, a 
fresh scandal broke last month when the 
MP for Eastleigh, Stephen Milligan, was 
found dead in his London flat. When Mr. 
Milligan was discovered he was wearing 
ladies’ stockings and suspenders. A third 
stocking was adorning his right arm and he 
had a plastic bag pulled over his head which 
was fastened by a piece of cord. Apparent- 
ly, the tightness of the cord killed him — 
by strangulation. The post-mortem found 
that his death was probably self-inflicted but 
entirely accidental — in trying to tighten 
the cord to give himself and extra sexual 
kick, he pulled too hard and that was the 
end of the Member for Eastleigh. 

Thus did yet one more of Britain’s 
revered political leaders put an abrupt end 
to his career in circumstances that will 
probably have caused nationwide guffaws 
several decibels louder than those greeting 
news of the bedroom frolics of David Mel- 
lor with an actress (Mr. Mellor, it will be 


remembered, achieved his greatest turn-on 
when garbed in the Chelsea football strip). 
Stephen Milligan, we are told, had a 


glittering political career in front of him.. 


One of the Tories’ most ‘brilliant’ coming 
men, he was thought to be destined for the 
highest offices — which would make it seem 
all the more remarkable that he would throw 
this away in one mad momentary pursuit of 
sexual pleasure, in his tase one of the more 
perverted kind. What gets into these people? 
More to the point, what kind of people can 
they be? As if anticipating that millions were 
asking these questions, Michael Dobbs, an 
author specialising in political novels, 
attempted to explain in an article published 
in the Daily Mail on February 10th. The gist 
of Mr. Dobbs’ article was that contemporary 
politics tend to attract people of a particular 
type. He said:- 


“The fact is, as so many concurrent 
scandals have now told us conclusively, 
politics is a game of risks, a vicious cycle 
of highs and huge disappointments, or 
experimentation, where the participants 
relish the thrill of the chase, the conquests, 
experience humiliations and rejections. 
Politics is a lot like sex. 

‘For some men and women, politics is a 
substitute for sex, for others the two 
become inextricably mingled. It has ever 
been thus, since Antony and Cleopatra and 
before. 

‘Throughout history power has been 
interwoven with illicit sex. Both are 
pursuits of immense risks and, within 
almost every politician, there is a man or 
woman who loves living on the edge and 
relishes the heady smell of danger.”’ 


The writer went on to say, alluding to 
popular misconceptions of what moves 
politicians: - 

‘“We like to think that in the highest 


democratic traditions we select our political 
masters from among the best and brightest 
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UP AND COMING BOY 
Milligan, pictured here with John Major 


the country has to offer. But in reality 
politicians select themselves, for no-one 
but the most ardent enthusiast for the game 
would consider submitting to the arduous 
and often excruciating selection procedures 
necessary to make it to the House. 
*‘Politics is not just about honour, ambition 
and enterprise; it’s also about capricious- 
ness, passion and personal risk. To be a 
politician nowadays it’s not enough simply 
to endure risk; you have to enjoy it.”’ 
Though there is much truth in what Mr. 
Dobbs says about today’s political scene, the 
weakness of his case is that it contains the 
assumption that all politics must necessarily 
be the same. ‘‘It has ever been thus,’’ he 
says with resignation. But it would be more 
appropriate to say that there is a part of 
politics that has ever been thus. This is the 


| part that appeals particularly to the careerist, 


the high-flyer and the excitement-seeker, the 
man or woman who enters the political field 
essentially for personal ambition and self- 
fulfilment and not for the purpose of 
working for any great ideals. Mr. Dobbs has 
spoken of no-one but the most ardent 
enthusiast submitting to the ‘arduous and 
often excruciating’ selection procedures 
necessary to make it to the House. He might 
have added that it takes the same type to 
bow and scrape to this lobby and that in a 
frequently humiliating process of self-prost- 
itution in order to keep one’s feet on the 
slippery ladder of power. To this type, 
policies and principles are things to barter at 
will depending on whether they serve or 
hinder the all-consuming aim of office. It is, 
as Mr. Dobbs acknowledges, a game to be 
enjoyed. Personal risks are part of the 
enjoyment. 

All this might be a useful and enlight- 
ening guide to what makes so many polit- 
icians behave as they do were it to be 
balanced by a picture of politics of the 


_ alternative kind: a calling into which some 


people enter because of a burning desire to 
better the lot of their nation and people, a 
vehicle for patriotism — engaged in not for 
the pleasures and thrills of it, which to the 
well-adjusted individual are dubious, but out 
of unavoidable necessity because through 
politics, and politics alone (at least in 
modern times), can manifest wrongs be 
righted. 

To the type interested in a political career 
from this standpoint, risks are things that 
sometimes have to be taken in pursuit of 
great things, never indulgences to be 
‘enjoyed’ in pursuit of small things. This 
type is dedicated to a long-range purpose 
which must never be compromised by lapses 
into momentary delights of the flesh. It is 
not a question of whether those delights are 
moral or immoral, only of whether they may 


endanger one’s public reputation, credibility. 


or health or otherwise impair one’s effic- 
iency in the task that should dominate one’s 
entire existence. Relaxation and pleasure are 
in order, certainly, but always as brief 
respites from the crusade to which one’s life 
is given, and essentially for the purpose of 
rest and refreshment — just as an athlete 
needs rest and refreshment to enable the 
mind and body to be better tuned for future 
exertions. 

Politics will always attract these two 
types, but it is always the second type that is 
needed in the government of great nations — 
and more particularly than ever at moments 
of history when a nation is in deep crisis and 
calls for revolutionary action demanding 
leadership of the highest order, to whose 
purpose all trivial pleasures are subord- 
inated. 

The unhappy tendency of ‘democracy’ as 
it has evolved in the 20th century is that it 
seems to attract a predominance of the other 
type — the type which Mr. Dobbs has so 
accurately described. When, as in modern 
democratic politics, there are no longer any 
great goals to be fought for, any noble vistas 
beckoning the idealist and the crusader, only 
the game of parties jockeying for majorities 
and self-seekers given to the pursuit of office 
for its own sake, this type will be in the 
ascendant and will stamp political life with 
his imprint. It has ever been thus, as Mr. 
Dobbs has said, and it will ever be thus — 
with this kind of system. As the system 
sinks all the deeper in the mire of its own 
corruption, things will only get worse. There 
will be more Mellors, Yeos and Milligans, 
caught with their trousers off in increasingly 
greater numbers and increasingly ludicrous 
situations, disgracing the profession of 
politics as, in the present context, it deserves 
to be disgraced — until the whole racket 
explodes in inevitable disintegration and self- 
destruction and a consensus is found for 
politics of an entirely different order. There 
are signs that this moment is approaching 
with accelerating speed. Let it come before 
the self-destructors drag the whole nation 
down with them. Then let a government take 
power which can restore the dignity of 
political life in Britain. 


Shame worn with pride 


It was always on the cards, and there was 
no real surprise when it happened. Last 
month Rover, Britain’s sole remaining 
home-owned volume car manufacturer, 
passed into foreign ownership, the buyer 
being Germany’s BMW. For many years we 
have lived in a climate in which any great 
national asset, economic or otherwise, has 
been considered up for grabs by anyone with 
the required size of cheque book. It has for 
some time been the fashionable wisdom in 
those sectors of journalism dealing with the 
motor industry that companies like Rover 
were bound in the course of time to be 
devoured by some competitor, which by 
1994 was bound to be a foreign competitor 
— as there were no other British-owned car- 
makers left beyond Rolls Royce and a few 
very small specialist producers, such as 
Morgan, Metrocab (which makes taxis) and 


Reliant (which makes three-wheelers). Just 


a few years back, another great British 
institution, Jaguar, was bought by the 
American-based Ford Company. This caused 
barely a ripple of protest in the political 
world. The Talbot (formerly Rootes) firm 
has for some time been owned by Peugeot of 
France, having before that belonged to the 
American Chrysler. Vauxhall was taken over 
by General Motors of Detroit quite early on 
in its life. Ford of Britain, needless to say, 
has been American-owned from the very 
start. 

A rather muted and feeble protest over the 
Rover sell-out was mounted in the Commons 


by Labour leader John Smith — hardly a 


man whose record entitles him to adopt 
nationalist postures. He was quickly put 
down by Premier Major, who accused him 
of not living in the modern world — that 
modern world presumably meaning a place 
where it is permissible for the Germans, the 
French, the Swedes, the Americans and the 
Japanese to own most of their motor 
factories but for some reason not the British. 
A logic which the Prime Minister did not 
bother to explain. 

Indeed the Government, far from 
regarding the loss of Rover as a national 
disaster, seems to see it as a triumph. It 
proves, some ministers have said, that 
British firms are good enough to be a big 


attraction to foreign buyers and investors. It. 


seems that we British have now been 
reduced to such standing in the world that 
we should be wagging our tails like grateful 
little dogs when an overseas company con- 
descends to take over one of our own. 

The sell-out of Rover to BMW makes no 
business sense whatever. Rover is no ‘lame 
duck’, as was its British Leyland predec- 
essor. It has become a highly efficient and 
successful company, making some of the 
best medium-range saloon cars in the world 
and in the Range Rover undoubtedly the 
best cross-country vehicle. Like most other 
takeovers, that of Rover by BMW is almost 
certainly a first step towards eliminating a 
potentially dangerous competitor. However, 


even if the Rover-BMW deal could be 
justified a hundred times over in business 
terms this would still be to ignore a factor 
which Tory politicians seem completely 
incapable of understanding. 

In the real world, great manufacturing 
companies and their products are more than 
just economic utilities; they are symbols of 
national industrial prowess and pride. Such 
concerns as Rolls Royce, Jaguar and more 
latterly Rover have been as much a part of 
the British heritage and identity as Windsor 
Castle, St. Pauls Cathedral, the QE2 and the 
Union Jack. Take these things away from 
British ownership and control and you knock 
down just one after another token of nation- 
hood — just as would happen if Mercedes 
Cars became Japanese, the Eiffel Tower 
American and La Scala Opera transferred to 
Hong Kong. Tories, with their tiny little 
accountants’ minds, seem utterly blind to 
this truth. 

Those who have been reading _ this 
magazine for some years will know that the. 
last thing we can be accused of is being anti- 


German; indeed we have strongly con- 


demned the Teutonophobe attitudes of 
Margaret Thatcher, the Late Nicholas Ridley 
and journalists such as Paul Johnson. 

But we believe that the sale of Rover to 
the Germans is a national disgrace — just it 
would be if the company had been sold to 
the Japs, the French, the Americans or any 
other foreign company. It is all the more a 
disgrace for the fact that so little national 
outcry has followed it — only the mere 
whimper of a few letters in the news-papers 
that will achieve nothing. Would any of the 
aforementioned nations allow their own 
motor industries to be surrendered to this 
degree of foreign control? Would the 
Swedes, whose enormously successful motor 
industry operates in a home market barely 
larger in population than London? They 
would not, and that is the reality of the 
‘modern world’ of which Mr. Major speaks 
so glibly and smugly. It just seems that 
Britain must be the odd man out in having 
so little sense of national pride and 
proprietorship that such a surrender barely 
matters. 


Method in Bosnia madness? 


More than once in these columns we have 
condemned the policy of intervention by 
British armed forces in the countries of what 
was formerly Yugoslavia. British forces 
should at no time or in no place be used 
except where vital British interests are at 
stake. No such interests are at stake in the 
Balkan region, and therefore British inter- 
vention there is expensive folly. 

Now, with little prospect in sight that 
British or any other outside involvement in 
this region is going to solve its problems or 
reduce the death and destruction there, a 
substantial body of opinion in this country is 
swinging over to the belief that we should 
withdraw. As Ann Leslie remarked ruefully 


Contd. overleaf 
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in the Daily Mail on the 8th February, 
“These people are hell-bent on murdering 
each other and the truth is that we cannot 
stop them.’’ 

None of this, however, has prevented 
Britain endorsing a NATO ultimatum to the 
Serbian forces in Bosnia that they would be 
subjected to air strikes if they did not lift 
their siege of the Bosnian capital of 
Sarajevo. The latest news is that it appears 
as if the Bosnian Serb commanders have 
capitulated to this treat and are lifting the 
siege. However, the British Government, 
mindful of pressure building up at home 
against further commitment to the war, was 
at first reluctant to support the ultimatum. 
As the Financial Times reported on February 
11th, eventually Britain ‘‘bowed to US 
pressure’ over the matter, thus once again 
confirming Enoch Powell’s description of 
the cornerstone of British foreign policy 
since 1945: ‘‘Find out what the Americans 
want us to do, and then do it.’’ According to 
the same FT report, President Clinton ‘‘had 
made clear that failure to act would 
strengthen the hand of those in Washington 
arguing for a much faster and bigger 
disengagement of US forces from Europe.’’ 
The prospect of not not having the US to 
hold its hand in Europe is one that so 
horrifies any Tory Government _ that 
acquiescence in this latest American demand 
was certain. 

But these thoughts should not deflect us 
from other, perhaps more fundamental, 
questions, beginning with the question: is 
present United Nations involvement in the 
former Yugoslavia really prompted by 
concern to combat aggression and reduce 
human suffering there, or does it have 
another motive? 

Over the past year or so millions of TV 
watchers the world over have become accus- 
tomed to the sight of soldiers in light blue 
steel helmets or berets attempting to act as 
policemen in this trouble-spot. The helmets 
and berets have been present whatever the 
nationality of the troops in question, for the 
light blue is of course the colour of the 
United Nations, in whose name the troops 


are in the area. The high profile given by 


the news media to this operation prompts the 
question: are these media trying to tell us 
something? 

Could it just be that the UN force 
currently in former Yugoslavia is regarded 
by our political masters as the prototype for 
the international army of the future? And 
could it be that its operations there are 
conceived less as measures to help the 
people in the region than as a means of 
accustoming mankind to the idea that in the 
conflicts of the future it will be this inter- 
national army, and not national armies, that 
will be the ultimate arbiter? 

Once we come to accept the proposition 

that when a conflict breaks out anywhere in 
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the world in which human suffering is 
evident the standard procedure should be to 
send a United Nations force there to restore 
peace and order it is difficult to know into 
what hitherto unconsidered regions this logic 
will take us. 

This magazine predicts that in the not so 
distant future a conflict is going to break out 
in another part of the world which in its 
ferocity may make the one in Bosnia look a 
minor skirmish by comparison. 

The place we have in mind is South 
Africa, where, as seems likely, the Inkatha 
Zulus plus a substantial part of the White 
population will not accept ANC domination 
and will take up arms to resist it. 

Will we then see a United Nations army 
sent to South Africa to put down this Zulu 
and White insurrection and enforce ANC 
rule — all in the name of ‘democracy’ of 
course? 


Will we even one day see a United: 


Nations force sent to Northern Ireland to 
impose a United Irish Republic on the 


‘mostly reluctant citizens there — all in the 


name of ‘democracy’ of course? 
And will we hear these operations 


justified by the claim that the ‘international 


community’ cannot stand idly by and see 
people suffer death and mutilation any 
longer without intervening? 

We suggest that what is at stake for those 
who have decreed UN intervention in former 
Yugoslavia is simply that withdrawal would 
be tantamount to abandoning, and seeing dis- 
credited, a policy that is central to the future 
schemes of the globalists. Intervention must 
somehow be made to be decisive (or at least 
to be seen so), even though it may prolong 
the conflict indefinitely and cause many 


more lives to be lost than saved. If it is not,. 


this puts in jeopardy all future plans for 
intervention in the world’s trouble-spots. 
And that simply would not do. 

What has now happened is that the global- 


ists have come to recognise that intervention. 
‘in former Yugoslavia cannot be decisive 
while UN troops continue in what up to now 


has been their mainly passive role. They 
must seize the initiative and go on the 
offensive if the will of the UN is to prevail. 
In the final analysis, sufficient force must be 
used to crush the Serbs completely and bend 
them to the dictates of UN (meaning 
globalist) policy. It does not matter what 
appalling casualties may result, the whole 
globalist scheme for the future organisation 
of the world is at stake. It must not be 
allowed to falter now. 

One does not envy the globalists in their 
dilemma. Our view is that in the end — 
either way — they cannot win. 


Gerry Adams, superstar 

Sinn Fein chief Gerry Adams, apologist 
for the IRA’s campaign of terror and 
murder, has undoubtedly been the leading 
TV superstar of the last month. Given a visa 
to visit the United States to whip up support 
there for yet more bombing and shooting, he 


obtained silver-screen coverage beyond what 
must have been his wildest dreams. In the 
meantime our own Government has been 
quietly seething at what it sees as a massive 
political triumph for this reptile. For so 
many years the advocate of ‘armed struggle’ 
(his way of describing the maiming of 
innocent people, sometimes children), 
Adams has actually been able to get away: 
with posing as someone who can contribute 
to the peace process. No wonder Downing 
Street is not pleased! 

But Downing Street has only itself to 
blame. It began the transmogrification of 
Adams from a warmonger into a cooing 
dove by engaging in secret talks with him’ 
and his cohorts and then making an offer to 
him to negotiate the future of Northern 
Ireland if he would be a good boy and get 


ADAMS ON U.S. T.V. 
He has every reason to look cocky 


the IRA to call off its policy of violence. In 
other words, instead of regarding Adams for 
what he is — an implacable enemy who will 
only be reduced to passivity when he is 
deposited six feet under the ground — they, 
have built him up into a statesman figure 
who may actually play a role in ending the 
war in Northern Ireland and enabling 
Major’s Government to bask in the sunshine 
of that achievement. No wonder there is a 
contented smirk on those repulsive sub- 


‘human features! 


But that is not all. President Clinton was 
able to pull strings to get the ban on Adams 
in the US lifted because he knew full well 
that the British Government, though its 
members may froth at the mouth in private, 
would do nothing in the way of any effective 
protest. British subservience to the United 
States is today so total that a British Prime 
Minister dare not even look at an American 
President with the eye of disapproval. This 
consider-ation aside, Britain has today been 
reduced to such impotence in terms of world 
power that our feelings over the Adams visit 
can. happily be treated with contempt 
anyway. 

The whole business also goes to demon- 
strate once again that the so-called ‘special 
relationship’ over which British Tories drool 


so endlessly is a pathetic delusion. America 
will do what it wants quite regardless of 
what Britain may think or say about the 
matter, and the idea that the two countries 
are ‘bound together by perceptions of 
common interest is pure moonshine. 

The latest update on the Gerry Adams 
show is that on Sunday, February 13th, he 
appeared on the Brian Walden programme, 
during which he-was given 25 minutes of 
prime viewing time to put across his anti- 
British propaganda. General opinion was 
that, in contrast to his usual aggressive and 
challenging style of questioning, Walden 
gave his guest a fairly easy ride. 

How Adams and his cronies must be 
laughing — laughing at the spineless British 
establishment which for the past several 
months has been eating out of their hands! 


Charlie goes down well in Oz | 


Prince Charles, if reports are to be 
believed, has dampened down some of the 
clamour for a republic in Australia by his 
coolness immediately following gunshots at 
a ceremony in Sydney fired off by a fanatic 
Vietnamese. 

The gunman, one David Kang, apparently 
did not intend to kill the Prince; he only 
fired blanks, and his object, we are told, 
was to bring to attention the plight of his 
compatriots in Australia. Charles did not 
know this, however, and might have been 
frightened by the bang. For whatever 
reason, he did not show any such signs of 
this, and thus endeared himself to a great 
many Australians as a ‘good bloke’. 
Monarchist sentiment in the country enjoyed 
something of a revival in consequence. 

Well, anything that may dissuade Aus- 
tralians from severing their ties with Britain 
is to be welcomed. But it is a commentary 
on our times how such a trivial event could 
be instrumental in this. Have the component 
sections of the Anglo-Saxon-Celtic peoples 


become reduced to such silly and childish. 


perspectives that their attitudes towards one 
another could really be determined by a 
freak incident. of this kind and _ their 
perception of one man’s reaction to it, albeit 
that he is one of the Royals? 

The bonds that should link Britons, Aust- 
ralians and other kindred together across the 
oceans are strategic, geopolitical, economic, 
cultural and above all racial. They are bonds 
that should be evaluated according to serious 
criteria, not to some mere chance occurrence 
at a ceremony as happened in Sydney in 
January. That the question of whether the 
Heir to the Throne is a ‘good bloke’, 
whether he keeps a stiff upper lip or flinches 
in the face of gunshots, should determine 
matters of such immense importance as the 
future of Anglo-Australian relations is a 
measure of the level of immaturity at which 
our peoples now think about political 
questions. But that, of course is, one 
supposes, what we should accept in ‘democ- 
racies’. All politics, even those with the 
most serious implications, are just one big 
soap opera. Maybe if the Aussies hear that 


CHARLES IN AUSTRALIA 
Seen here holding his Crocodile Dundee 
hat, the Prince seems to have impressed 
the locals with his coolness ‘under fire’ 


the Poms are tuning in in lesser numbers to 
Neighbours the republican cause will enjoy 
a revival after. the setback it has just 
suffered. Maybe the Brits will be all in 


favour of it if English batsmen experience 


‘sledging’ by Australian fielders in the next 
test series. These seem to be the factors by 
which the destinies of nations, races, comm- 
onwealths and empires are now determined 
as political debate conforms more and more 
to the spirit of the kindergarten. Oh Demos, 
what nonsense parades in thy name! 


All a sinister BNP plot! 


The Sunday Express of February 6th 
featured a screaming headline in monster 
lettering on the front page saying ‘Traitors’, 
followed by a report opening with the 
words: ‘‘Right-wing extremists with links to 
the British National Party are today exposed 


_as orchestrating a local Tory campaign to 


oust John Major.’’ 

Since this editor, as leader of the said 
British National Party, might be expected to 
‘know something about this sinister develop- 
ment but in fact knew nothing, curiosity won 
out and the paper was bought just to see 
what the excitement was all about. 

It appears that a group of what the SE 
described as ‘‘ultra-right neo-nazis’’ 
schemed to take over the Misiley branch of 
the Colchester Conservative Association, and 
having done so issued a call for Premier 
Major to resign. This caused great constern- 
ation at Tory Central Office, and the next 


thing was that party Chairman Norman 
Fowler ordered an immediate enquiry into 
what had happened. In the extended story on 
one of the inside pages of the same issue of 


‘the paper it was alleged that the man behind 


the plot, one David Moon, had ‘‘packed 
Mistley with activists from the British 
National Party and extremists linked to 
French fascist Jean Marie Le Pen.”’ 

All this might suggest that the British 
National Party had a definite interest in the 
fate of the Tory Party and in particular in 


the matter of who was Tory leader. Neither 


is in fact the case. Whether John Major 
leads the Tories or some other equally 
useless dummy is put in his place is a 
question of supreme indifference to us. We 
are not in business to deploy our activists in 
the task of propping up a party which is 
rotten to the core and has all but ruined 
Britain; we are in business to fight against 
that party and eventually to destroy it as a 
political force. Why plot to overthrow John 
Major when the BNP is doing exceedingly 
well with him where he is? 


Treason trivialised 


According to recent reports, George 
Blake, the Soviet spy who escaped from 
Wormwood Scrubs Prison 28 years ago, is 
hankering for a visit to Britain but does not 
know whether the Government here will 
forgive and forget and let him in without 
arresting him. 

Given the Government we have at 
present, it may very well kiss and make up. 
At the same time, however, it would risk 
incurring massive wrath from Tory back- 
benchers and within the party as a whole. 

Speaking for ourselves, we find it difficult 
to get overly worked up about the various 
spies, like Blake, Burgess, McLean, Philby 
and Blunt, who gave information to the 
Soviets. True enough, they were pretty 
contemptible people. But was their actual 
treason worse than, if a fraction as bad as, 
that of many others who have worked 
against the interests of Britain quite 
lawfully? 

Blake passed secret information to the 
KGB which is estimated to have resulted in 
42 British agents being uncovered and 
meeting their deaths. In human terms, that is 
criminal enough, but in terms of the overall 
national weal just where does it rank? 

How are we to compare the crimes of 
people like Blake’ with those who over the 
past half-century have worked, with single- 
minded dedication, to surrender British 
national sovereignty to European Union? 
Where does Blake rate beside the politicians 
who have schemed to destroy the British 
people through immigration and multi- 
racialism? Is he a greater or lesser traitor 
than those who have wrecked British manu- 
facturing industry and sold out much of what 
remains of it to foreign owners? 

For his sins, Blake was put in prison and 
nationally disgraced. These other nation- 
wreckers are accorded the highest posts and 
honours the land can offer. Is this right? 
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UNHOLY ALLIANCE OF 
GOVERNMENT AND LEFT? 


Why, asks JOHN TYNDALL, have there been no 
prosecutions of organisers of anti-BNP violence? 


LAST MONTH it was reported that 
Scotland Yard had released pictures taken 
from video film made on the occasion of 
the riot in Welling in October when left- 
wing militants ran amok during a demon- 
stration march against the nearby British 
National Party Bookshop. Police camera- 
men, including some stationed in heli- 
copters flying above, took exiensive 
footage of the riot, and from this close-ups 
were made of some of the leading trouble- 
makers in action and subsequently 
published in a number of newspapers. The 
Yard appealed to members of the public 
to phone in and identify anyone they knew 
among these hooligans so that prosec- 
‘utions might be instituted against them. 
This is at least a step in the right direction 
‘but it does not go nearly far enough. It is 
quite clear that Scotland Yard’s interest in‘ 
‘prosecutions of these rioters is essentially 
due to the fact that they attacked police as 
_well as the properties of nearby residents. 
That is quite right and proper, but one has to 
ask whether the same diligence would have 
been shown had the intended victims of the 
hooliganism been members of the BNP. The 
officer in charge of the policing operation in 
Welling on the day later came on TV in 
defence of his men’s tactics and said: ‘“We 
were not protecting the book-shop’’ — to 
which we would be entitled to ask: why not? 
In fact the police should have been 
protecting the BNP Bookshop, along with all 
other property and persons in the vicinity 
whether BNP or not. Do these police chiefs 
apply different criteria to the BNP and its 
property to other law-abiding sections of the 
British public? 

But perhaps much more interesting was 
this same officer’s statement in a more 
recent TV interview that about a thousand of 
the estimated fifteen thousand peopie present 
on the demonstration came there with the 
specific object of committing acts of 
violence. Police records, it was reported in 
newspapers, indicated that they came from 
places as far apart as Plymouth and Dundee, 
and it is also known and acknowledged that 
a number of them came from abroad. 

Now when a thousand people journey 
from all over Britain and from overseas to a 
single location with the specific object of 
committing acts of violence this is not some- 
thing done spontaneously. It requires 
planning and organisation. Somebody, 
somewhere organised the whole operation — 
probably many more than one person. This 
organised violence and thuggery was planned: 
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in pursuit of a definite political object. The 
object was the destruction of the BNP’s 
Bookshop. Is this just the opinion of some 
bigoted fascist ‘racist’? No, it was openly 
acknowledged by Anti-Nazi League Organ- 
iser Julie Waterson three weeks previously 
when in a statement to the press she said:- 
“It’s our job to wipe the BNP off the 
streets... On October 16th we’ll show them 
just how serious we are. We plan to tear 
down their headquarters brick by brick — 
just like the Germans did with the Berlin 
Wall.”’ 


What more evidence is required that the 


Welling riot took place with preconceived 


intent? And what more evidence is required 
that it was the culmination of weeks, even 
months, of extensive planning? Indeed, 
several months previously posters had been 
seen in towns and cities the length and 
breadth of Britain calling on people to go to 
Welling on the 16th October to ‘demon- 
strate’ against the BNP Bookshop. One 
leaflet advertising this jamboree sent to us 
from Glasgow told people that buses would 
be taking demonstrators from that city at a 
cost of £5 each. Now our experience of 
costing bus trips to BNP activities tells us 
that there is just no way that such a trip 
from Glasgow to London and back could be 
made to pay at £5 a head. This trip must 
have been subsidised, and if so just who was 
(or were) providing the subsidies for this 
and probably the hundreds of other buses 
that transported ‘demonstrators’ to Welling 
from all over Britain on that weekend? And 
assuming that the subsidies were coming 
from somewhere does this not point to yet 
more organisation? 


WHAT THE LAW SAYS 


It is now apposite to look what the law 
says about operations like this. Here we 
need only consult the Public Order Act of 
1936, Chapter 6, Section 2(1b), which says:- 


“If the members or adherents of any 
association of persons, whether incorp- 
orated or not, are:- 

organised and trained or organised and 
equipped either for the purpose of enabling 
them to be employed for the use or display 
of physical force in promoting any political 
object, or in such a manner as to arouse 
reasonable apprehension that they are 
organised and either trained or equipped 
for that purpose; i 

then any person who takes part in the 
control or management of the association, 
or in so organising or training as aforesaid 


any members or adherents thereof, shall be 

guilty of an offence under this section...’’ 

It will be noted that in the earlier part of 
this section ‘‘organised and trained’’ and 
‘‘organised and equipped’’ are used conjunc- 
tively — seeming to suggest that proof of 
organising without also of training or 
equipping would be insufficient to secure a 
conviction against those responsible. 
However, this condition is somewhat 
obscured in the later part of the same section 
where it refers to ‘‘organising or training’’ 
as if one or the other alone were evidence of 
guilt. Evidence of ‘training’ may be hard to 
establish but that of ‘equipping’ would 
surely be less so. Was not the provision of 
transport an item of equipment, just as 
troop-carriers are part of the equipment of 
an army for war? Were not the missiles 
provided for the rioters, which in abundant 
quantity they were seen to be throwing at the 
police, equipment? Were not the items of 
facial concealment used by many of the 
rioters equipment? Were not the mobile 
’phones used by riot organisers equipment? 
Common sense rules that they were. 

Evidence that the mob which ran amok in 
Welling on the 16th October last were both 
organised and equipped for the purpose of 
enabling them to be employed for the use 
(let alone the display) of physical force in 
promoting a political object (the demolition 
of the BNP Bookshop) is absolutely over- 
whelming. Even more overwhelming is the 
evidence that their behaviour was such as to 
arouse ‘reasonable apprehension’ that they 
were organised and equipped for that 
purpose. 

So what is standing in the way of 
prosecutions against those people who 
directed this whole operation — starting with 
Miss Waterson, who clearly was implicated 
by her battle-cry to her fellow red hooligans 
published in the papers well beforehand? 


OTHER CASES 


The Welling riot was of course only one 
example, albeit a very big and highly 
publicised one, of far left groups clearly 
organising to commit acts of violence in 
pursuit of a political object. Only the 
previous month, a mob had assembled in 
East London’s Brick Lane with the clear 
intention of staging an attack on a group of 
British National Party paper-sellers. This 
happened on the Sunday after the BNP’s 
now famous election victory in the nearby 
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Isle of Dogs. To imagine that the mob went 
to the sales pitch just with the intention of 
mounting a peaceful demonstration against 
the BNP is to be guilty of political naivity 
that would digrace a young child. There was 
organisation and there was a plan. The 


whole thing was worked out beforehand and 


bore all the marks of a clear design. And 
this was just one of hundreds of incidents in 
which left-wing mobsters have journeyed to 
BNP events over the past few years, often 
from all over the country, with no intention 
other than of committing acts of violence, in 
other words using ‘physical force’. 

The left has not even made the slightest 


attempt to conceal its aims. Our files are 


packed with leaflets, posters and periodicals 
published by left-wing groups which quite 
openly call upon their supporters to commit 
acts of violence against ‘racists’ and ‘nazis’ 
(meaning just about anyone the left hates). 
These appeals are almost always couched in 
the same terms: they call upon followers to 
‘stop’ this or that ‘racist’ or ‘nazi’ activity. 
Mark that word ‘stop’, not ‘protest against’ 
or ‘demonstrate against’ but ‘stop’. Calling 
upon people to ‘stop’ an event taking place 
which is perfectly lawful can mean nothing 
other than using unlawful means to that 
objective, in this case quite clearly violent 
means. Yet no attempt has been made to 
prosecute those involved in this incitement. 

On the 18th May 1992 there was shown 
on BBC2’s Open Space programme a film. 
made by a far-left group calling itself ‘ Anti- 
Fascist Action’. In the film a spokesman for 
AFA openly advocated violence against so- 
called ‘racist’ and ‘fascist’ organisations, in 
particular the British National Party. A 
number of people subsequently made repres- 
entations to the Director of Public Prose- 
cutions demanding that action be taken 
against the leaders of AFA on the grounds 
that that bor’ y was organised for the purpose 
of using physica! force in the promotion of 
a political object or, at the very least, 
organised so as to cause ‘reasonable appre- 
hension’ that that was it objective. If 
‘reasonable apprehension’ of this aim was 
not given to millions of TV viewers as a 
result of this film, that phrase has lost all its 
meaning. 

One of the people who wrote to the DPP 
on this matter demanditig :prosecution of 
AFA leaders was Mr. Colin Jordan. Mr. 
Jordan, though not a member of the BNP, 
shares our views on many matters and, like 
us, was outraged at the thought of AFA 
getting away with this clear incitement to 
violence and lawbreaking. Eventually he 
received a letter from the Crown Prosecution 
Service stating that the CPS saw no grounds 
for prosecution. That letter is reproduced 
with this article. 

Accordingly, there were no prosecutions 
taken out against the leaders of Anti-Fascist 
Action. 

All this leads to the question: have the 
authorities ever prosecuted members of any 
political groups under Chapter 6, Section 
2(1b) of the 1936 Public Order Act. Yes, 


THE WELLING RIOT 
This photograph was recently released by Scotland Yard in a bid to get people to come 
forward and identify the troublemakers. But what about identifying the people who 
organised them? 


they have. I happen to know this because I 
was one of those prosecuted. 

The case occurred back in 1962. I, along 
with three others, was tried at the Old Bailey 
under that very section of the law. We were 
members of a very tiny organisation con- 
sisting of no more than a dozen people. We 
had organised ourselves on paramilitary 
lines, with uniforms and insignia, and we 
partook in army-style drill at a remote 
location in the Surrey countryside. The 
purpose of this body was to enable a larger 
organisation of which it was part to possess 
a capable formation for self-defence in the 
event of physical attacks by opponents. 
There was also a further objective in mind, 
which was to provide an image of ‘glamour’ 
that it was hoped would encourage the 
recruitment of young people. 


With the hindsight of more than thirty’ 


years, I can now see that this project was 
rather juvenile and foolish. I was in my 
twenties at the time that I participated in it 
and still had some maturing to do. Never- 
theless, this group at no time ever used 
physical violence against its political 
opponents. In the trial not a shred of 
evidence was produced that we had ever 
employed ‘physical force’ in the promotion 
of a ‘political object’, and on the first count 
of ‘the charges, which involved the accus- 
ation that we were ‘organised and trained’ 
and ‘organised and equipped’ for this 
purpose, the prosecution’s case fell apart and 
we were found not guilty. The court did find 
us guilty on the second count, that the way 
in which we had gone about our activ-ities 
caused ‘reasonable apprehension’ that we 
might be organised to use physical force. 
The mere style and ‘look’ of this tiny group 
was deemed liable to cause that apprehen- 
sion, though it not only had never used force 


but had in fact never advocated the use of 


such force. The prosecution totally failed, in 


all the mass of exhibits it used against us, to 
produce evidence of any declaration by our 
members that we favoured violent means in 
the promotion of our cause. 

Nevertheless, we were considered suff- 
icient a menace to public order to be sent to 
jail, I for a period of six months. 

To those who would say that a case 
occurring 31 years ago is unsuitable as a 
comparison with what is happening today, I 
would reply that if there is any change in 
those 31 years it lies in the fact that today 
the Government seems much more deter- 
mined to victimise patriotic groups than in 
the 1960s. Witness the comparatively recent 
prosecutions against nationalists under the 
iniquitous ‘race’ laws. Witness also the 
opposition to bail requested by the ‘Brick 
Lane Four’, arrested last September as a 
result of a riot that our opponents started — 
opposition which, though voiced by the 
police, was fairly certain to have the backing 
of the Home Office. If a government in 
1962 (which was a Tory one) was prepared 
to have its legal department take out Public 
Order Act prosecutions against nationalists 
on such flimsy evidence, we may be sure 
that presented with. the same evidence (or 
lack of it) today this Government would do 
likewise, if not worse. 


WHY NO PROSECUTION? 


So why does the Department of Public 
Prosecutions, when presented with over- 
whelming evidence of a conspiracy by 
assorted left-wing groups, including the 
‘Anti-Nazi League’ and ‘Anti-Fascist 
Action’, to employ physical force in the 
promotion of a political object, not prosecute 
those responsible? 

Here we have a Government which con- 
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UNHOLY ALLIANCE 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


stantly prates on about its commitment to 
‘law and order’ standing by and doing 


nothing in the face of a clearly organised 


campaign to foment disorder — a campaign 
which came to a head in the appalling 
Welling riot last October, roundly 


condemned by assorted politicians as well as: 
Metropolitan Police Commissioner Paul. 


Condon, certainly no friend of the British 
National Party. Does Mr. Condon want to 
see his officers subjected to further attacks 
like those at the Battle of Welling? If not, 
why does he not use his influence in these 
matters — which must be quite considerable 
— to have the organisers prosecuted? 

The seeming impotence of the authorities 
— governmental, police and legal — in the 
face of this conspiracy to use violence in 
pursuit of political aims would make no 
sense whatever except in one circumstance. 

That would be that the Government — or, 
to put it more broadly, the ‘establishment’ — 


regards the organisers and perpetrators of. 


that violence as allies. 
This is not such a far-fetched suggestion 


J. €,. €.. Jordan Esq.:, 
Thorgath Greenhow Hill, 
Harrogate, 

North Yorkshire, 

HG3 5JQ. 


Dear Sir, 


as it may seem. Would it not be true that 
anything which disrupted the activities of the 
British National Party, made it more difficult 
for our party to hire premises for meetings 


and gave the police the excuse (under the. 


pretext of ‘public order’) fo place curbs or 
outright bans on our public demonstrations 
would operate to the advantage both of the 
Government and the whole ‘liberal establish- 


ment’ of which it is part? 


And the more so because the Government 
and establishment would be able, by this 
neglect of the duty to enforce the law, to 
have other people do their dirty work for 
them while keeping their own hands entirely 
clean. 


THE REAL THREAT TO 
THE ESTABLISHMENT 


Whatever nuisance the left militants may 
be on the streets and college campuses of 
Britain, there is very little prospect that this 
country will ever face the threat of a revol- 
ution from the left. Today, the left is on the 
retreat practically everywhere in the world, 
its marxist doctrines completely discredited 
by the failure and collapse of communism in 
the former Soviet Union and Eastern 


CPS 


Headquarters 
10 Furnival Street 
London EC4A 1PE 


Switchboard: 071-417 7000 
Facsimile: 071-430 0154/2023 
DX No: 499 Chancery 
071-417-7306 


Direct Line: 
Our Reference: SCAR/3553/92 


Your Reference: 


25 November 1992 


You will recall that on 27th. July Mr. England informed you 
that the police were conducting enquiries into your complaint 


that members of Anti-Fascist 


offences. 


Action 
Those enquiries are now complete. 


had committed various 


Having viewed a video recording of the Open Space programme, 
we have come to the conclusion that the contents of the programme 


do not breach Part III of the Public Order Act 1986 or 
the offences of incitement to riot or assault. 
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may constitute evidence that Anti-Fascist Action cffends against 


section 2 of the 
considered all of the .elements 


Public Order Act 1936. 


We have carefully 


required to prove an offence 


contrary to this section and have come to the conclusion that 
there is insufficient evidence on which to bring proceedings. 


“Vat 


D. Kyle 
Head of Special Casework Division 


PROSECUTION OF A.F.A.? NOTHING DOING! 
The letter of the CPS to Colin Jordan. 
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Demonstrate: 
Sunday 25 April, Assembie 11.30am 
Grosvenor Gardens, Victona Station, London SW 


would not have called for this : try to build. If they are allowed to march 
H in central London this will 


TYPICAL INFLAMMATORY LEAFLET 
This piece of incitement published by the 
self-styled ‘Anti-Nazi: League’ calls upon 
ANAL followers to ‘stop’ the BNP march 
in Central London. What on earth could 
‘stop’ mean but prevent by means of 
physical force? Yet no-one has prosecuted 
any of these people for organising and 
conspiring to use such force in the pro- 
motion of a political object. 


Europe. Watching marxists, in their 
polemical journals, try to deceive each other 
that their cause has some kind of political. 
future is almost to feel sorry for thegn. They 
are much less dangerous than they are 
pathetic. 

What alarms our misrulers much more is 
the prospect of a revolution on the radical 
right, of nationalism against internation- 
alism, of authority against liberalism, of race 
against racelessness, of popular folk sen- 
timent against money power. The recently 
demonstrated ability of the British National 
Party now to win seats in local government 
can only have intensified that alarm. 

Would it not be logical, in face of the 
spectre of a massive popular revolt against 
itself from such a quarter, for this bankrupt 
Government to be attracted to the idea of 
strong-arm methods against the would-be 
‘challengers — but without the inconvenience 
of itself being implicated in their use? 

Just let street mobs beat up nationalists 
and stop their meetings by organised 
violence while law-enforcement agencies are 
given the wink to look the other way — 
what a convenient policy for frightened little 
men in government who harbour all the 
natural viciousness towards their opponents 
characteristic of cornered rats but lack the 
gumption to strike out against those oppo- 
nents in their own name and under their own 
responsibility! 

Some may dismiss all this as a rather 
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fanciful scenario, even the product of 
paranoia. Well, I am well aware of the 
propensity of those of us who interest 
ourselves in conspiracy theories to see 
conspiracy behind every bush and under 
every bed. It is an easy frame of mind to get 
into in a world where crookedness and 
corruption rule everywhere and where so 
much that happens bears the mark of malig- 
nantly covert design. It just could be that in 
this analysis of why the authorities have not 
acted to stamp out a campaign of disorder 
that runs contrary to all cherished political 
tradition in Britain I am going a little ‘over 
the top’. 

But if that be the case perhaps someone 


will suggest an alternative reason for this 
inaction. I ask because I would like to know. 

Before this article closes, there is just one 
thing that needs affirming. These questions 
are raised because the public interest 
requires that they should be raised, because 
if our Government is deliberately neglecting 
its responsibilities of law-enforcement for 
reasons of political expediency that fact 
should be made known and understood. 

I am most certainly not protesting about 
‘the government unwillingness to act against 
left-wing mobsters because my party or I are 
frightened of them or worried about them. 
They certainly cause us a few problems from 
time to time, but these are problems which 


we can and have overcome. The mobsters 
have not stopped us in the past and they will 


not stop us in the future. We are perfectly 


capable of defending ourselves against them, 
as many of them will have been able to 
testify by eutsize bruises and missing teeth. 
I do not know of a single encounter where 
our people have not been greatly outnum- 
bered by the leftists and failed to get the 
better of them. 

But none of this invalidates the view that 
the failure of our authorities to deal with- 
wing hooligans is a scandal of the first 
magnitude, and one which just must beg the 
question of whether this abdication of 
authority has a political motive. 

Discuss. 


GETTING BACK TO 
REAL BASICS 


Traditional moral values, says LINDA MILLER, will not return 
until we once again have communities linked by kinship 


THE GOVERNMENT has instigated a 
crusade with the supposed intention of 
improving the morale of society. It 
obviously sounds to them like good party 
politics and they hope it might win votes 
by making people think (falsely of course) 
that at last something is going to be done 
to halt the visible deterioration of British 
society.The main thrust of this moral 
crusade is directed at restoring ‘family 
values’. There has been particular crit- 
icism of unemployed single mothers. 

This whole issue is riddled with blatant 
hypocrisy, and the attempt to go through 
with this retrospective ‘back to basics’ 
propaganda campaign is doomed to failure. 

The moral climate which John Major 
says he wants to create does indeed rely 
completely upon sound family values. But 
what are real family values? 

The cornerstone of family values is the 
family itself, consisting not merely of a 
man, woman and so many children, but an 
extended family, the members of which all 


For genuine family values to exist in a 
community, aunts, uncles, cousins, 
grandparents, etc., must all live in that 
community. The other members of the 
community should consist similarly of long- 
established families, who all know each 
other and have confidence to trust their 
neighbours. 

A ‘community spirit’ can only exist in 
these circumstances, and this ensures that 
crime is kept to a minimum. This is how it 
was in the days not so long ago, when 
people could leave their doors unlocked 
without fear of unwelcome intruders. There 
was a trust based, not on an imposed moral 


URBAN RIOT IN THE 1980s 
live together i in the same geographical area. This hideous un-British scene showing police charging with batons and shields \ was a 


natural consequence of the policy of multi-racialism 


code, so much as on the solid basis of _ 
kinship, and common law. Where kinship 
exists, people trust, respect and help each 
other. Kinship, then, is the epitome of 
family values. 


FRAGMENTED FAMILIES 


In the past, it was the norm to have 
relatives who all lived near each other in the 
kind of communities I have just described. 
This is no longer the case. Families are now 
fragmented and dispersed throughout the 
country as well as around the world. The 


policy of encouraging this fragmentation 
started many decades ago and is not the 
policy of any one party alone. It is the 
strategy of international money power. 
However, it is hypocritical of the Tories to 
talk of bringing back family values while at 
the same time advertising, for instance, that 
individuals should travel hundreds of miles. 
to find employment, or allowing people to 
become ‘European’ citizens, so that anyone 
from the EEC may come to live here as they 
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GETTING BACK TO REAL 


BASICS 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


please, or that we should move freely to 
any other country. We must add to this the 
fact that housing large quantities of foreign 
immigrants in Britain also destroys the basis 
of community kinship. The kind of family 
John Major seems indirectly to imply that 
he favours by such policies as there is a 
woolly liberal ‘“everyone-in-the-world-is- 
one-big-loving-family’ type of nationally 
suicidal nonsense. 

The rapid rise in crime has virtually 
nothing to do with poverty, and almost 
everything to do with the fragmentation of 
the extended family, and the loss of the 
altruistic kinship equation. The fact that 
communities of people who have a lot in 
common genetically will have the least 
crime and the highest moral standards is 
scientifically based. 

We are all naturally most at ease with 
the people who closely resemble ourselves, 
as they have the most genes in common 
with us. ‘Blood is thicker than water,’’ as 
the saying goes. We all love our close 
relatives more than we do strangers, and if 
a relative is in need we are usually more 
eager to help them than to help someone 
else we may know well but who is not 
related. It is easy to see that any creature 
which helps its own kind will consequently 
support its own kind in the struggle for 
existence, and then that characteristic will 


be successfully passed on to further 
generations. Incredibly, some scientists still 
cannot see this. 

Modern genetic research shows that there 
is more genetic variation amongst African 
negroes than amongst any other population 
in the world. And language can even be 
totally different from one village to the next. 
There is consequently a lot of rivalry, 
distrust and competition. It is worth noting 
that the main source of slaves in the slave 
trade was provided by black tribes, 
slaughtering and enslaving wholesale their 
rivals from neighbouring villages. This 
process is still going on in much of Africa to 
this day, for example in Angola. By contrast 
to this, some of the most peaceful societies 
ever witnessed in the past were amongst 
South American Indians, who had the least 
divergence in their genetics between tribes. 
That was, until the arrival of the European 
and other races. 


DEFENCELESS AGAINST ALIENS 


The Inca Empire could be considered to 
have been the archetypal homogenous 
socialist state in terms of order, organisation 
and general regard for every individual’s 
well-being. Its one failing was that it had the 
misfortune to be a civilization in isolation. It 
was totally defenceless against aliens, such 
as Pizarro’s 200 white men, and thus was 
destroyed. 

This serves to be a note of warning to 
every nationalist state of the future, never to 
neglect martial values. 

It is very naive to speculate that the 


world would be a better place if everyone 
was equally kind to everyone else. This is 
really just as foolish and impossible as 
speculating that it would be wonderful if 
cream cakes grew on trees (In fact, we 
would get sick of it just as quickly!). No 
government can ever create a society of low 
crime and benevolent community spirit from 
widely differing groups of people. 

Divergent peoples with different aspir- 
ations can only be held together by a police 
state. Once the will-to-power of the central 
authority goes, even for a moment, such an 
artificial society will pull itself apart. 

This has been proven many times 
historically and with regular monotony. 
Witness: Yugoslavia, the USSR, the Austro- 
Hungarian empire. This fact was observed 
by the world’s greatest decoder of history. 

If people are denied the remotest form of 
identity, clan membership and sense of 
belonging, then you can expect an epidemic 
of selfishness. Therein lies the cause of the 
crumbling of some of the mightiest nations. 
Needless to say, we must do all we can to 
prevent this happening. Only the British 
National Party can save this country. Not 
only that, we will reverse every sickening 
trend that has allowed our land to be ruined 
by traitors who have sold the birthright of 
our children to foreigners. 

As Britain becomes increasingly multi- 
cultural, people are becoming more and 
more individualistic, always looking after 
Number One and exploiting others for their 
own personal gain. This sounds far more 
like the Tory policy we are used to! 


WEASEL WORDS 
ABOUT EUROPE 


Whether the EC becomes federal or non-federal, says 
NOEL A. HUNT, Britain’s course should be the same: 


She should get out 


THE CONSERVATIVES are at odds 
amongst themselves over the words 
‘federal’, ‘federalist’ and ‘federalism’. 
Central Office would prefer that the 
words were not used. They say that the 
words might offend European 
neighbours, and cause confusion amongst 
electors. These are at best half-truths. 
The real fear is that some electors might 
press for a federal form of government 
for the European Community, as less 
harmful to British interests than the 
present Union. 

It is a measure of the power of our 
unseen rulers that nobody either in Parlia- 
ment or in the media has made the obvious 
suggestion: That Britain quit Europe. 
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The No Turning Back group say that 
they are opposed to a federal Europe. 
Therefore they must stand for a complete 
political union of European states. 

Never does one see an explanation of the 
meaning of the offending words. Thus 
uncertainty prevails — which is what is 
intended to be the case. 

_ The Prime Minister, having steered 
Maastricht through the House, declares that 
‘The nation state is here to say.’’ As a 
result of the Treaty of Rome, the Single 
European Act and the Treaty of Maastricht 
there is no longer such a thing as a nation- 
state in Europe, as the Prime Minister well 
knows. The booklet A Conservative Europe 
says that ‘‘...a federal state is one in which 


the member states subordinate their national 
responsibilities to a higher authority.’’ Here 
is another half-truth; that is not the position 
in a federation. ; 

When a federation is formed the member 
states cede some, but only some, of their 
powers to the Federal Government. All 
powers not specifically ceded to the Federal 
Government are retained by the member 
states. The powers of a federal government 
are thus precisely defined and _ strictly 
limited. In his Essays on Freedom and 
Power Lord Acton wrote: ‘‘The federal 
system limits and restrains the sovereign 
power by dividing it and assigning to (fed- 
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THE PEOPLE’S PROTEST 
Britain has never been consulted over 
her future in Europe. 


eral) government only certain defined 
rights.”’ 


REAL AIM OF E.C. 


The European Community is not, and 
will never be allowed to be, a federation. 
No power is to be left to member states, as 


‘ daily becomes more clear. All real power in 


Europe now resides in Brussels, not in the 
national governments. One has only to read 
the Single European Act, for instance, for 
this to become clear. It will be recalled that 
not very long ago we were assured on all 
sides that Britain could become a member 
of the European Community without 
relinquishing an iota of her national 


sovereignty. It becomes daily more clear 


that this was a monstrous lie. Yet the lying 
rascals have not been hounded out of public 
life. It makes one wonder whether Britons 
still have the wish to survive as an ind- 
ependent nation. 

It is this unlimited power of the 
European Parliament which explains the 
sudden enthusiasm of the Labour Party for 
Europe. For years, about the only plank in 
the platform of ‘This Great Movement of 
Ours’ which made any sense was a promise 
to quit Europe. This has now quietly been 
dropped. The Brothers have realised that 
Brussels is steadily enacting and enforcing 
socialist legislation far more oppressive and 
restrictive than the Labour Party would dare 
to lay before Parliament, and that it intends 
to continue doing so. 

So Labour can safely abandon its 
principles, secure in the knowledge that 
Brussels is doing its work for it, and 
become as Europhile as the so-called 


Conservatives or Mr. Ashdown’s political 
refuge for the woolly-minded. Labour can 
even pose as patriotic and nationalist, sure 
that no matter what it does Brussels will 
bring socialism to Britain. 


TIME TO QUIT 


So am I arguing that, -since a federal 
treaty limits the powers of the federal 
government, Britain’s interests will be best 
served in a federated Europe? Most certainly 
not. Britain’s only chance of survival as a 
nation — and here one is making the large 
assumption that she does wish to survive — 
is to quit not only Europe but that evil entity 
the United Nations as well. None of the 
main political parties have any intention of 
doing this; nor would they be allowed to do 
so by the unseen rulers who control all 
political parties behind the scenes. 

Only a patriotic and nationalist 
government can take Britain out of Eurepe 
and out of the United Nations. Only time 
will tell whether Britain, hopelessly 
demoralised and without a sense of national 
purpose or direction, can elect such a 
government. 

Until this happens — if it ever does — 
the British will continue to be driven 
towards slavery under a world government, 
deafened and confused by meaningless 
rhetoric about ‘social justice’, ‘subsidiarity’ 
and similar nonsense. The clamour serves to 
drown the clanking of the chains being 
readied for us. But if Britain can, even at 
the eleventh hour — and it is a very large 
‘if indeed — pull herself back from the 
brink of disaster she may once again save 
the world by her example. 


IS SPIELBERG’S ‘SCHINDLER’ 
A SCHWINDLER? 


ERNST ZUNDEL takes a look behind Hollywood's latest 
hyped-up ‘Holocaust’ epic 


The British public can by now hardly have 
failed to be aware of the most highly adver- 
tised film of the moment, Schindler’s List, a 
Stephen Spielberg product based on the story 
by left-wing Australian author Thomas 
Keneally, allegedly true, about a German 
businessman who saved 1,200 Jews from the 
Nazi death camps during World War Il. 
Schindler’s List is hotly tipped to be an 
Oscar winner, and has been massively pub- 
licised both on TV and in the newspapers 


over the past few weeks. Will this film prove, 


to be any more factual than others of its 
type? We print here a report of an interview 
with Schindler’s widow conducted by a 
Brazilian press reporter Marco Chiaretti and 
printed in Mustrada, of Sao Paulo, Brazil. 


This is followed by a summary of the 
Schindler affair by the well-known German- 
Canadian revisionist Ernst Zundel which we 
recently received as part of Mr. Zundel’s 
regular international mail-outs. It casts light 
on this World War II ‘hero’ which is 
somewhat different to what we shall be 
hearing in the media during the coming 
weeks. ; 


EMILIE SCHINDLER, one of the 
characters in Steven Spielberg’s latest 
film, Schindler’s List, is alive and lives in 
a small house in the municipality of San 
Vicente, 35 miles from the centre of 
Buenos Aires. Emilie, born in 1907 in a 
‘German-speaking region of what is today 


the Czech republic — which at that time 
was part of the Austrian Empire — was 
the wife of Oscar Schindler, an 
industrialist who, during World War II, 
employed Jewish slave workers in his 
factory. Schindler died in the 1970s and 
at his request was buried in Jerusalem. 
The widow does not remember her 
husband with nostalgia. Oscar went to 
Germany in 1957 to seek indemnification 
and stayed there. He left his wife alone 
and in debt. 

Today, Emilie, lives-in-a-two-bedroom 
house with a small garden, full of trees 
which she planted herself. She has 17 cats 


Con td. overleaf 
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IS SPIELBERG’S ‘SCHINDLER’ A 
*SCHWINDLER’? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


and a hound dog living with her, but only 
four of the animals are hers. The rest ‘‘just 
turned up hungry.’’ An organization from 
the Argentine Jewish community provided 


help for the woman who saved 1,200 Jews 
from death in the concentration camps, and 
built the house in which she lives: without 


paying any rent, dependent upon an 
Argentine right to claim lodgings. 
Mrs. Schindler has serious back 


problems and walks with a stoop. The 
daughter of agriculturists, she began to 
raise animals when she arrived in Argentina 
in 1949. After Schindler’s desertion, she 
remained to take.care of the property which 
they both owned in San Vicente until the 
property was sold to pay debts. ‘‘I had 50 
animals at pasture on a 50 _hectare- 
property,’’ Emilie says, speaking with a 
heavy accent in a mixture of German with 
some Czech and Spanish words. ‘“‘If it 
weren’t for my ability with animals and 
plants, I don’t know how I would have 
survived. Schindler (she only refers to her 
husband by his last name) didn’t know 
anything; he was completely useless, 
stupid.’ 

Spielberg’s film, with Liam Neeson in 
the principal role and with Ben Kingsley as 
Stern, a Jewish auditor who helped Oscar, 
was made based on Thomas Keneally’s 
book, called Schindler’s Ark. Nor does 
Emilie have kind words for Keneally, who 
she accuses of sensationalism. The book 
won a prize in 1982. It tells the story of 
Schindler, who left the Sudetenland region 
for Nazi-occupied Poland in 1939 to set up 
a pots and pans factory. 

At the end of the war, in 1945, the 
factory, was integrated into the German war 
effort and began to manufacture grenades 
and Panzerfduste an anti-tank weapon. That 
was when Oscar included 1,200 persons in 
his list of employees, Jews who otherwise 
would have been sent to the extermination 
camps. But to Emilie, her husband’s 
attitude was not as heroic or noble as 
described. “‘It wasn’t Schindler, it was me. 
Schindler didn’t do anything.’’ 


Q: What was your husband’s particip- 
ation in the — filmed by Steven 
Spielberg? 

A: I only met Spielberg recently, when I 
went to Jerusalem to participate in the film. 
He’s a nice young man, and he was nice to 
me. But the film is wrong. The book 
(Schindler’s Ark, by Keneally), on which it 
is based is not good. It contains a great deal 
of invented material. It wasn’t Schindler, it 
was me. Schindler didn’t do anything. He 
was completely useless. 


Q: But didn’t he save 1,200 people, 1,200 
Jews, during the Nazi period? 


A: It’s true that he made the list, but it’s 
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MORE HOLLYWOOD HOGWASH? 
A scene from Schindler’s List, starring Liam Neeson (left) as the altruistic hero of the 
latest Spielberg extravaganza 


also true that it was I who got the tood. 
Schindler only said: ‘‘Do this, do that.’’ 
Schindler didn’t do anything. It was I who 
took care of them. 

Q: Did you know the people? 

A: No, I only got the food. One time 
Schindler went to buy food. There was no 
flour. It was in 1944. There was no food 
even for the Germans. Food was rationed, 
and he went to trade diamonds for food. It 
didn’t work. So I went to talk with a 
woman, a noblewoman, who owned a mill, 
and she told me to come with the truck 
alongside the mill. The truck went through 
one gateway and in another. We lived for 
months off that food. 

- He got Polish vodka, and I traded the 
vodka, for oats with an official at the mill. 
He also helped. I even got meat. I traded 
with a veterinarian who supplied meat from 
dead or wounded animals. He wanted coffee 
and we had coffee. We got by. 


Q: When the Russians arrived, in May of 
1945, what was it like? 


A: Terrible. The Nazis, the SS, all fled. 
They got in a truck with a pile of filing 
cabinets and fled. I don’t know if any 
survived. Of the workers, I know that many 
survived, some of whom I met in Jerusalem. 
At the time it was every man for himself. 
We went to Germany. They were really 
difficult times. Then we came to Argentina. 


Q: Where did you meet Oscar? 


A: Schindler and I were from the same 
region, the Sudetenland, during the time of 
the Austrian Empire. Today, it’s 
Czechoslovakia (actually, Czechoslovakia 
was dismembered into two countries, and 
Emilie came from what is today the Czech 
republic). It was near Pilsen. We always 


lived there, until the annexation by the 
Germans. My family and his were German- 
speaking. In 1939, we went to Poland, to 
Krakow. I remained living there and 
Schindler later went to another small town, 
where the factory was located. I never went 
there. 


Q: And after the war? 


A: We came to Argentina, after some time 
in Germany. We had a farm, a small 
property, here in San Vicente, full of small 
farms and small properties. Schindler was a 
fool. He wanted to have a sable-raising 
operation, to sell the furs. I said it wouldn’t 
work, and it didn’t work. One day, he said 
he was going to Germany to try to get the 
money from the indemnification. He never 
came back. I only heard about him much 
later. He died and was buried in Jerusalem. 
He was a strange man. 

Q: And yourself? 

A: I stayed here. In 1962 or 1963, I sold the 
property to pay the debts that Schindler left. 
If it weren’t for the B’nai Brith (an 
assistance organization of the Jewish comm- 
unity), which got me this house, I don’t 
know what would have happened to me. 

Q: Did the Jews help you? 

A: Yes. They knew about the story. I had 
many Jewish acquaintances. One of them, 
Simon Muchnik, was a doctor. He was a 
good person, very respected. They helped 
me. I came here, then I raised animals in 
that garden down there at the bottom; I 
raised chickens and planted. I survived. 


Q: Where did you learn to take care of 
animals? 
A: My parents: were agriculturists. If it 
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hadn’t been for that for my ability with 
animals and plants, I don’t know how I 
would have survived. 


Q: Do you have any children, any 
relatives? 

A: I don’t have any children. I only have 
cats and a hound dog. I have a niece, on 
Schindler’s side, whom I took care of after 
the war, and who came here to visit me 
once. We went to Foz de Iguscu together. 
I have friends who live in New York. I 
went there four times. I’m supposed to go 
again, at the end of the year, to see the 
film. 


Q: What did you think of your husband? 


A: Look, I don’t think of him. He was half- 
crazy, stupid.’”’ 


ZUNDEL’S ANALYSIS OF THE 
ABOVE ARTICLE 

Questions arising out of the above 
article, and why Steven Spielberg of all 
people, would want to produce a Holocaust 
promotion film at this particular time, 
should be looked into. 

The picture that emerges is that the 
Schindlers ‘‘spoke German’’ and lived in a 
German-speaking area of former 
Czechoslovakia, which seems to indicate 
that they merely spoke German but were 
something else. No town is named. They 
moved (fled?) to Krakow, Poland as soon 
as the Germans took control at the 
Auschluss. Historically only a handful of 
German Communists and of course Jews 

‘left’ for what*was then a virulently anti- 
German Poland, which however welcomed 
Jewish and other refugees from Nazism. 

Schindler brings enough money from 
Germany to Poland to set up a factory with 
him in spite of the stringent currency 
control and export measures of the Nazis at 
the time. How did he do that? He was a 
black marketeer who knew (had connect- 
ions) where to trade diamonds for food, or 
vodka or coffee which he traded in turn for 
rotten meat of diseased carcasses to feed to 
his Jewish slave labourers. What does that 
sound like? Trading in diamonds? Vodka? 
Coffee? For rotten meat for his workers? 
Ask your neighbours or acquaintances, ask 
Poles you know: Who would be likely to do 
that in the 1940s in Poland? Germans or 
Jews? 

Think about the logistics of feeding 
1,200 Jews (plus there must have been 
some Gentile workers, who also would 
want to be fed when they saw the Jews eat 
their meat rations). How long do you think 
the carcass of a ‘wounded animal’ like a 
deer, goat or even a cow, would last when 
you had to carve it up into 1,200 portions? 
And that for over a year? 

Think about it! 

In Nazi Germany there were regular 
animal and livestock censuses. If an 
emergency, butchering had to take place or 
an animal was accidentally killed or died of 
disease, each incident had to be reported to 
local authorities, down to every chicken! | 


know, I lived there and we experienced that 
situation on our own farm. So Schindlers 
must have been swindlers! Mrs. Schindler 
mentions that they lived for months (1,200 
Jews plus them) on one truckload of food. 
The standard truck then was a rather a little 
bigger than a pickup truck today — this 
mass feeding is thus almost reminiscent of 
the Biblical miracle of the loaves and fishes. 
Another typical Holocaust miracle! 

There is in fact nothing miraculous about 
this whole affair. Jews worked diligently and 
willingly for the Nazi war effort for the 
whole wartime period, inside or outside 
concentration camps in Germany, Poland, 
Romania, Hungary and elsewhere. The 


Jewish ghetto in ‘Lodz’ worked three shifts: 


around the clock making all the steel helmets 
for the German Wehrmacht and the dreaded 
SS on Europe’s largest cold-steel press, 
along with hundreds of thousands of 
uniforms, harnesses, fur coats, boots, 
camouflage sheets, etc. Even Simon 
Wiesenthal worked for the Germans as a 
‘sign painter’ in a railway depot in Poland. 

So what we are looking at in Schindler’s 
List is the typical Hollywood story starting 
with a grain of truth and dramatizing 
exaggerating and _ sensationalizing the 
‘survival skills’ of a clever, resourceful 
German, half-Jewish or Jewish war profiteer 
industrialist who had enough diamonds to 
feed a small army of 1,200 Jews, all the 
while making money while he built grenades 
and bazookas for the Nazis. When the war 
turned bad for the Germans, three Jewish 
workers were his ‘ticket’ to the good life. 
The guy was no hero; he just had keen 
survival skills not uncommon for people of 
his type. 

He came to Argentina with enough 
money (or diamonds?) to buy a huge tract of 
land (50 hectares — approximately 125 
acres - his wife said) and went promptly into 
the ‘furrier’ business, all along treating his 
poor hard-working wife so badly that she 
never mentions him by his first name but 
only with the cold appellation ‘Schindler’ 
He proves his calibre and hero qualities by 
abandoning her with a big enough debt to 
eat up the sale proceeds of the 50-hectare 
farm and running off to Europe to collect 
German restitution, which he obviously 
hoards for himself in Europe and does not 
share with his wife in Argentina. 

And then to top it off — as a ‘German’ 
— he has the ardent wish to be buried in, of 
all places, Israel! And the Jews there oblige 
and make him a posthumous hero in the 
USA with a film as his monument because 
he “‘saved 1,200 Jews.’’ 

Eichmann was willing to trade 400,000 
Hungarian Jews for 10,000 Allied trucks in 
1944, an Sauckel (who was hanged at 
Nuremberg) had hundreds of thousands of 
concentration camp inmates working for the 
Nazis. All were on lists and all were fed by 
him. ‘Rocket’ Arthur Rudolph, who was 
kicked out of Canada because he allegedly 
used Jews as slave labourers, should now 
get a monument and a hero’s welcome. If its 


OK for Schindler, why not for Eichmann, 
Sauckel, Rudolph or Himmler, who kept all 
those Jews alive in camps so they could 
work in the war production facilities? 

No, Spielberg’s production and his hero 
Schindler are ‘Schwindlers’. The Holocaust 
is based on thousands of such fanciful tales 
and stories. 


U.F.C. 
VIDEO LIST 


The new list of VHS video tapes 
from UFC is now available. Topics 
covered include military history, 
current affairs, historical events and 
feature movies. 

FOR A COPY PLEASE SEND TWO 
FIRST CLASS STAMPS TO: UFC, 
BCM 4161, London WC1N 3XX 


STEVEN BOOKS 
... Now stock in addition to their normal 
range:- 


GREAT MONEY REFORMERS all by 
Leonard Wise. 

No. 1 Silvio Gesell: ‘‘In a sea of new 
capital, I shall drown interest. ’’ Gesell on 
trial for High Treason. Price £1.50. 

No. 2 Arthur Kitson: ‘‘The repudiation of 
debt will become inevitable. Nations must 


strangle this monster or it will strangle 
them.’’ Price £1.50. 

No. 3 Frederick Soddy: ‘‘Money is now 
the NOTHING you get for SOMETHING 
before you can get ANYTHING.” — 
Frederick Soddy, The Role of Money, 1934. 
Price £1.50. 


FREEDOM VIDEOS 


Our new expanded catalogue of nation- 
alist, revisionist and music videos (VHS) is 
now available. 

Send an SAE for full lists to: Freedom 
Videos, BM Truth, London WC1N 3XX. 


Subscribe to the Orange Torch, the 
authentic vopice of British Orangism. Write 
to the Orange Torch, clo Grand Lodge 
Offices, 1 Southpark Terrace, Glasgow G12 
8LG, Scotland. Subscription rate: £5 for 10 
issues. 


THE LAUGH ON US! 

In John Tyndall’s article ‘300 Up This 
Month!’, printed in our February issue 
reference was made to the editorial problems 
resulting from articles being submitted which 
contained many bad errors of English, thus 
requiring extensive correction. It was there- 
fore all the more unfortunate that in the 
paragraph dealing with this matter there was 
mention of ‘‘apalling standards of English.’’ 
No, readers, we do know how to spell ‘app- 
alling’ properly; the error was a typesetting 
slip — not discovered, as it should have 
been, when the article was proof-read. We 


admit to having egg on our faces over this 


one! 
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VISITORS WHO HAD THE 
WRONG SKIN COLOUR 


An appalling case of ‘racism’ in reverse at London Airport 


‘I, Philip Rose, a British passport holder, 

together with my wife, Ronel Rose, son 
Warren Rose and nephew Branden 
Steinkamp who is in my legal custody (all 
South African passport holders), decided 
in December 1992 that as soon as we had 
sold our property we were going on a 
holiday in the United Kingdom to have a 
good rest from the political strain on us, 
as well as to check out the possibility of 
emigrating to the United Kingdom. 

We organised our holiday months in 
advance, got International drivers licences 
and checked with the British Consulate in 
Johannesburg what the requirements were 
to go over to the United Kingdom on a 
holiday. 

We were told that all that was required 


was return tickets for a period in the United 


Kingdom for not more than six months. In 
June 1993 we were ready for our holiday. 
We bought our tickets through Rennies 
Travel for British Airways. We bought 
special excursion return tickets for all of us, 
valid for two months; but we were assured 
by Rennies Travel that should we wish to 
stay longer we could pay in and extend our 
tickets. We also bought Sterling through 
Rennies for R40,900 which was at £8,260. 
We were very excited and departed from 
Jan Smuts Airport on 11 June 1993 on 
flight BA 056. 

On arrival on 12 June 1993 at Heathrow 
Airport my wife, son and nephew were 
refused entry into the United Kingdom for 
a holiday and were booked back by British 
Immigration on B.A flight 056 for the 17 
June 1993, the first available flight 
according to British Immigration. The 
official, Miss O’ Donohue, at Heathrow put 
us through an ordeal which was absolutely 
humiliating and totally unfair and unjust. 
They first let customs search our luggage. 
There was nothing illegal in it. Then they 
confiscated all our documents for study. 
Next they took us all to their ‘Holding Pen’ 
at Heathrow, where we were kept under 
guard for eight hours. My wife and were 
both subjected to periods of interrogation. 
Miss O’ Donohue had spoken to my wife for 
nearly two hours, and then insultingly asked 
her if she could speak English. 

I demanded to see_ the 
Immigration Officer, and he backed Miss 
O’Donohue’s decision that we were trying 
to’ settle in the United Kingdom and that we 
were not there for a holiday. I asked him 
how could he accuse me of defying all 
immigration laws, and he replied. that he 
_was not doing that. Yet on the forms it 
clearly spelled it out. 
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Home Office Reference: 


HOME OFFICE 


Port Reference: TN4/14997 


HOUNSLOW 
MIDDLESEX 
TW6 3XB 


i zat 
RSS ss ese ; 
IMMIGRATION SERVICE 


HM IMMIGRATION OFFICE 
TERMINAL 4, HEATHROW AIRPORT - LONDON, 


Tel: 081-745-4700 


IMMIGRATION ACT 1971 - NOTICE OF REFUSAL OF LEAVE TO ENTER 


ROSE RONEL 


YOU HAVE ASKED FOR LEAVE TO ENTER THE UNITED KINGDOM AS A VISITOR FOR 
UP TO SiX MONTHS BUT I AM NOT SATISFIED‘ THAT YOU ARE GENUINELY SEEKING 
ENTRY FOR THE PERiOD OF THE VISIT AS STATED BY YOU. FURTHERMORE,I HAVE 
REASON TO BELIEVE THAT YOU HAVE COME TO THE UNITED KINGDOM TO SETTLE 
AS THE SPOUSE OF PHILIP ROSE BUT YOU HAVE NO ENTRY CLEARANCE FOR THIS 


PURPOSE. 


FURTHERMORE,I AM NOT SATISFIED THAT YOU WILL BE ABLE TO 


MAINTAIN YOURSELF AND YOUR DEPENDANTS ADEQUATELY WITHOUT RECOURSE 


TO PUBLIC FUNDS. 


I therefore refuse you leave to enter the United Kingdom. 


THE TELLTALE DOCUMENT 
The Immigration Office’s order to Mrs Rose to leave the UK. 


Eventually, when our documents were 
given back to us they were in a total mess. 
They kept my wife’s, son’s and nephew’s 
passports. 

Totally exhausted after the ordeal, we 
finally left the airport to go and stay with 
my brother in Kidbrooke. 

One of the immigration official’s reasons 
for refusal of entry as stated on their 
documents was that we did not have enough 
money to maintain ourselves. According to 
everybody to whom I have spoken, £8,260 
was quite sufficient for our holiday, 
especially since we know of several people 
who go over with only a few hundred 
pounds (Rennie’s told us this too). 

It was Saturday when we arrived. That 
day was totally wasted. The next day, 
Sunday, we were able to enjoy ourselves a 
bit. From Monday to Wednesday we went 
everywhere to try and get some help to stay 
for at least the two months for which our 
tickets were valid. We went to the Home 
Office, the UKIAS and the South African 
Embassy. Nowhere did we get any help. 
Nobody was interested in our plight. 
Furthermore, my wife could not cash any of 
her travellers cheques, as her passport was 
with the Immigration department. 

After exploring every avenue, we finally 
still had to buy a new one-way ticket for 
myself to return to South Africa, which cost 
an extra £560. British Immigration refused 
to book me on the same flight as my family 
as I was not going to let them return on 
their own, and my return ticket was booked 


for two months later (the same as my 
families tickets). 1 arrived at Heathrow on 
17 June 1993 to see the Immigration Official 
to get my family’s passports. He was totally 
shocked when he heard »ur story. He even 
called the official next to him to tell him 
about it, but even though they were sym- 
pathetic, they could do nothing about it. One 
of these officials told us that we had the 
wrong skin colour (we are whites). 

When we arrived back in South Africa 
on 18th June, we made telephone calls to the 
British Consulate and spoke to Mr John 
Williams. He was sympathetic but not 
helpful. We also phoned British Airways and 
Rennies about our plight - we at least 
wanted a refurid for our air fare, which in 
total was R14.680 (£2,966.66). 

On Wednesday 23rd June, we saw Mr 
Williams personally in Johannesburg. Again 
he was not very helpful. We also went to 
British Airways. They are presently deciding 
whether to refund us the R2,800, but will 
not refund the R11,880 — neither will 
Rennies Travel. 

We feel our story should be made known 
to prevent other South Africans going on 
holiday from suffering the same unpleasant 
experience and loss of money. Contrast our 
case with the recent media hysteria when a 
plane-load of Jamaicans were deported! 

Please bring this case to the attention of 
the media. We were humiliated, lost all that 
money — and had no holiday. Racial discr- 
imination against white South Africans 
seems to be alive and well in the UK. 


Hee Fe 


AND 
NATION 
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The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
PO Box 117. 
Welling 

Kent DA16 3DW 


LETTERS 


SIR: I noticed a programme on Channel 
Four on the 27th January called Secret 
History: White Lies. 

It was about the London-based Inter- 
national Defence & Aid Fund, which over 
40 years smuggled into South Africa more 
than £100 million to aid the fight against 
Apartheid. 

It seems strange that only media people 
were aware of this and are now telling us 
about it. Where did the money come from? 
From the British taxpayer? 

If £100 million was imported into this 
country to fight against multi-racialism I 
wonder what would be the response of our 
establishment and media. Would they think 
it right to tell ‘white lies’ to hush it up? 

W. BERGIN 

Sheffield 

SIR: Not long ago there was comment in 
Spearhead on the state of English football. 
Following the appointment of Terry 
Venables as England manager I would like 
to add to the debate. Graham Taylor should 
of course never have been appointed as 
England manager in the first place. What, 
after all, had he ever won? Taylor’s only 
achievement had been the pioneering of 


kick-and-rush football when at Watford. It_ 


was also Taylor who selected an England 
side against Poland with no left back. Not 
surprisingly, we lost! 

Taylor’s infatuation with black players 
(England have regularly had three or four on 
the field at the same time) goes back to 
Watford and the young John Barnes (who 
should have been dropped from the England 
side a long time ago on merit alone, never 
mind racial grounds). Watford under Taylor 
was top-heavy with Blacks because they’re 


good at his style of football — kick-and-— 


rush. Taylor reduced England to a team of 
donkeys, with two or three class players 
only. No wonder we couldn’t compete even 
with the USA, let alone Germany or Italy 
(none of whom seem to need black players). 
Venables, by contrast, has had club 
success and wide experience. He does play 
black players — but only when he has none 
better. So expect to see fewer Blacks 
regularly playing for England. 
A. Le COMBER 
Redbridge, Essex 


SIR: With reference to ‘Freedom for some 
but not for others’ by Anthony Guest (Dec- 
ember 1993 issue), you might be interested 
to know what is going on in Switzerland. 
In June 1993 the Swiss Parliament voted 
to introduce a new Article, No. 261, to the 


| penal code, which is worded as follows:- 


‘tHe who in public incites to hatred of or 
discrimination against a person or group of 
persons because of their racial, ethnic or 
religious relationship... 

‘‘He who in public propagates ideologies 
based on a systematic deprecation or 
defamation of members of a race, ethnic 
group or religion... 

‘‘He who for this same end organises, 
promotes or takes part in propaganda 
activities... : 

‘‘He who in public by means of the 

spoken word, writings, pictorial descrip- 

tions, gestures, acts of violence and in any 
other manner degrades and discriminates 
in a way that infringes the human dignity 
of a person or group of persons because of 
their racial, ethnic or religious relation- 
ship, or who for one of these reasons 
denies, grossly minimises or tries to justify 

a genocide or other crimes against 

humanity... 

‘He who refuses a service offered to the 
general public to a person or group of 
persons because of their racial, ethnic or 
religious relationship... 

‘‘will be punished with jail or with a 
fine.”’ 

You will of course be aware that Switzer- 
land is often held up to people as one of the 
world’s model ‘democracies’! 

MAX MORF 
Geneva, Switzerlan 


SIR: In the January issue John Tyndall 
stresses the need for BNP supporters to 
defend themselves physically against violent 
attacks by left-wing mobsters. I couldn’t 
agree more. We know that the BNP is not a 
street gang, but we are sometimes forced 
into street-gang situations. We have to make 


it clear to the vicious criminals of the ANAL 
and other similar thugs that they cannot 
intimidate us physically. 

Basically, these people are cowards. If in 
a large mob they’ll savagely beat up a lone 
nationalist, but I’ve heard of more than one 
case of which small bunches of lefties flee- 
ing for their lives on hearing that the BNP 
was around. We must make these cowards 
too frightened to oppose us physically. 

One shabby outfit calling itself ‘Anti- 
Fascist Action’ said recently that ‘‘physical 
violence is the only positive action that will 
keep the BNP scum off the streets. One 
AFA thug has said: ‘‘Don’t wait till they 
find you; go find the fascist bastard first.’’ 
That’s how our opponents operate, so we 
have no choice but to defend ourselves. 

G. BULL 
Plymouth 


SIR: ‘‘Give them a decent haircut...’’ So ran 
an article in British Nationalist last month, 
and a letter appeared in Spearhead last year 
complaining of men’s tresses reaching down 
their backs. 

These contributers seem to think that long 
hair on a man is effeminate and should be 
discouraged. I disagree. 

It is not a man’s haircut that makes him a 
man but his bearing, the way he holds 
himself, his self-discipline and his courage. 

Give a wimp a crew cut and he still 
remains a wimp. 

I will leave you with a quote about our 
Teutonic forebears from Gregory of Tours’ 
Ten Books of Histories:- 

“Then the Franks crossed the River 

Rhine, marched through Thuringia and set 

up in each country district and city, long- 

haired kings chosen from the foremost and 

most noble family of their race.’’ 
S. HUNTLY 
Folkestone, Kent 
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AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50: A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £8.95 (paperback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 
A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 
BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 

BLOOD GROUPS AND RACE (Roger Pearson) 65p. 
Describes how races are identifiable by their blood 
group patterns by means of classification techniques. 
2nd ed. 1966, 36pp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
aga disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: INDEPENDENCE OR 
EXTINCTION (Prof. Stephen Bush) £1.00. A strong 
plea for British independence from EC bureau-cracy. 
1990, 19pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 

CHURCHILE’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley)* £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in his Churchill’s War in its 
demolition of the myth of Churchill as a great national 
leader. The author is in fact less personally scathing in 
his treatment of his subject than is Irving, even stating 
that Churchill was a ‘great man’. Nevertheless, the 
book highlights our war Premier’s overweening personal 
ambition and is particularly critical of his failure to 
come to an agreement with Hitler after British forces 
had been defeated in Europe in 1940. A valuable new 
contribution to revisionist history. 1993, 742pp. 
COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. A welcome reissue of a vitally. 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical schoiar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
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biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


DEALING IN HATE: THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
ANTI-GERMAN PROPAGANDA (Dr. Michael F. 
Connors) £2.50. The writer destroys the fallacy of a 
warlike Germany and examines the methods used to 
promote the myth. 1966, 40pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This beok has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 
— and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 

ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) £12 hard- 
back. Mostly written by the BNP leader in prison, this 
is the book all nationalists have waited for. The most. 
comprehensive presentation yet to appear of the case for 
British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 

ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £17.00. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
EUGENICS AND RACE (Roger Pearson) 65p. A: 
selection of articles from Northern World magazine, 
showing that heredity is the basis for the study of both 
race and eugenics. 2nd ed. 1966, 42pp.- 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
The book for which revisionists have been awaiting for 
years. Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.”’ 1989, 732pp. 

FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£5.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 


FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 


£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 


6PECTZS 


OF POWER 


STORY OFA 
WITCHHUNT 
One man’s 
battle against 
totalitarian 
‘liberalism’ 
(See opposite 
page) 


reappraisal of Britain’s membership oof the European 
Community — from the Campaign for an Independent 
Britain. 1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) £3.50. 
A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing Australia 
from non-white immigration and of the establishment 
lies being used to promote it. The author is an active 
campaigner against the betrayal of our brother nation. 
1990, 125pp. 

GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 


HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. This latest work by a well-known 
advocate of monetary reform deals also with secret 
politics, media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 

HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, 
VI, 857pp. 

HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation’ of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Leaski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 

HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 
ICEBREAKER (Victor Suvorov) £16.99. A Russian 


defector shows how Stalin engineered the war with 
Germany and exploited it to advance world communism. 
1990, xvii, 364pp. 

INNOCENT IN DACHAU (Joseph Halow) £13.00. A 
revisionist view of the Dachau war crimes trials by a 
Lebanese American who served as a court reporter. The 
book is based on the author’s own experiences and on 
subsequent archival research. 1993, IV, 337pp. 
IRON CURTAIN OVER AMERICA (John Beaty) 
£7.80. Describes how America’s foreign policy was 
distorted by minority interests. Contains important 
chapters on the Second World War, the communisation 
of China and the Middle East. 1951, 267pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 

LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 
existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 


MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000 (Colin Jordan) £1.00. A 


‘fictional portrayal of life at the start of the coming 
‘century, with white people under the lash of the racial 


‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 

MIGHT OF THE WEST, THE (Laurence R. Brown) 
£12.00. An American engineer-scholar gives a new 
interpretation of the history of western civilisation, 
showing the importance of the mediaeval contribution to 


philosophy and science, and showing that the decline of 
the West is not historically inevitable, as some would 
teach us. 1963, vii, 562pp. 

MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£5.75. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four yeafs during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 
NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of American aid. Exposes the myth of 
American ‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback. An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972,288pp. 


OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £4.50. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 
under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 

PLOT AGAINST SOUTH AFRICA, THE (Klaus D. 
Vaque) £17.00. A successful first-generation South 
African businessman exposes the international forces 
bent on the destruction of his country, and shows that 
civil rights are not the real motivation. 1989, 244pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race means and 
how the concept has affected human thinking. A special- 
ist book, but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Cariton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 


1985, 115pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 
white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 

SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 
MENTS (Nesta Webster) £7.25. A standard authority 
on the most important secret societies undermining civil- 
isation and Christianity in the 200 years up to the early 
1920s. Reprint of 1924 edition, 419pp. 
SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) 
£5.99. The author’s solution of self-determination for 
Ulster under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to 
which the province has been subjected by direct rule. 
1992, 192pp. 

SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. Fhe 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THE (George 
Knupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work by a 
distinguished Russian author dealing with the communist 
and financial conspiracies and showing the link between 
the two. 1986, 240pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.50. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist 
in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 

THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 

TOO BRIGHT THE VISION? (Arthur Lewis) £7.99. 
The reminiscences of a valiant clergyman who upheld 
the causes of Christianity and civilised rule in Rhodesia. 
Despite being born in the UK, the author had the 


’ honour of being barred from this country by the Wilson 


régime. 1992, viii, 279pp. 

TORPEDO RUNNING £5.00. Anillustrated magazine- 
sized survey of the writing career of historian David 
Irving. xii, 14pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 
many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 


Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 
UNCONDITIONAL HATRED (Capt. Russell 
Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 
against Germany before and during World War II 
conducted by British politicians, together with its 
disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. 

USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author's widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the ———e of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. ~ 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 228pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 

WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(F rederick’ Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the way to a satisfactory 
and beneficial financial system. A long-established 
classic. 1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 

WHICH WAY, WESTERN MAN?. (William G. 
Simpson) £6.00. A work of outstanding philosophical 
importance based on a lifetime’s study and thought. The 
author was a former Christian liberal who through 
experience turned right away from liberalism and 
embraced the teachings of Nietzsche. Even if the reader 
does not agree with all his religious opinions, the book 
is well worth reading for its account of the author’s 
political awakening. Enthusiastically reviewed in 
Spearhead when it first appeared. 1978, xii, 758pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 
20th century history, covering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of 
Rhodesia and the relationship between communism and 
capitalism. 1992, iii, 205pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of ae Institute ~ Historical Review. 


‘PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 79p post-free. 


Fight Back! 


British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 79p post-free. 


Where We Stand 

A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 29p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced out of collaboration between 


BNP Devon Branch and party headquarters. 59p post- 
Sree. 


The Enemy Within 


This, the latest BNP booklet, is about the role of the 
BBC as a weapon of mass brainwashing. The booklet 
comprises the text of an official complaint by the party 
to the Broadcasting Complaints Commission following 
the odious Public Eye programme shown in January 
1993. Although the complaint is about one specific TV 
programme, its general drift could be said to apply to a 
wide range of anti-nationalist propaganda on TV and 
radio. 44p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 49p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 


Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Defend Rights for Whites! New leaflet rallying white 
people to defend their heritage and oppose multi- 
racialism. The leaflet looks at the effect of multi- 
racialism on Law and Order, Housing, Health Care, 
Employment, Education and Social Welfare. It also 
deals with the treasonable role of the mass media in’ 
promoting multi-racial Britain. This leaflet is larger than 
the standard BNP product. Text and illustrations cover 
two sides of an A4 format, which is to be folded into 
three panels each side. £] 0.00 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4,80 per 1,000. 


Vote British National Party. This leaflet focuses on 
the BNP election victory in Tower Hamlets inSeptem- 
ber 1993 and stresses how this has changed the entire 


Contd. overleaf 
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face of British politics, saying that now the BNP has 


shown that it can win elections it has a new credibility 
and a vote for it undoubtedly counts. The leaflet also 
gives a brief synopsis of the main policies on which the 
party will be fighting forthcoming elections. This is 
recommended as an excellent election ‘warm-up’ leaflet. 
It should be used as a supplement to, not a substitute 
for, the standard personalised candidate’s leaflet. The 
leaflet contains a photograph of BNP Councillor Derek 
Beackon at his moment of victory. 

Join the British National Party. This leaflet is on a 
similar theme to the above-mentioned ‘Vote...’ leaflet, 
dealing likewise with the Tower Hamlets victory. 
However, it is designed primarily for recruitment 
purposes rather than for electioneering. It also contains 
the Derek Beackon victory photograph. 

Rebuild Britain NOW! Fairly new leaflet. Deals 
mostly with measures needed to revive the British 
economy and restore full ep ere but also mentions 
the effect on British jobs of the coloured invasion. 
Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed 
for BNP Autumn and Winter 1992 and Spring 1993 
recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of best- 
known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 
Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 
Stop unemployment... Ban imports! Up-to-date leaflet 
dealing with the effect on British jobs of unrestricted 
imports of goods that can and should be produced in 
Britain by British workers. Contains photo of pithead 
scene and is especially suitable for distribution to coal 
miners threatened with redundancy through planned pit 
closures. 

Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 


CONFERENCE SETS AIMS FOR 1994 


AT A PLANNING CONFERENCE in 
Nottingham on the 29th January, attended by 
regional, branch and group organisers from 
all over the United Kingdom, the British 
National Party’s development strategy for 
1994 was explained to the delegates. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published 
in support of the British National Party, 
normally on a monthly basis. Sample 
copies will be sent on receipt of 49p 
(covering p&p). Subscription for 12 
issues is £6.15 (British Isles) or 
£10.00 (overseas surface mail). Bulk 
rates are as follows:- 


10 copies £2.80 
25 copies £6.60 
50 copies £12.00 
100 copies £21.00 
150 copies £30.00 
200 copies £36.00 
300 copies £50.40- 
400 copies £66.00 


+ £8.10 post 
500 copies £78.00 ‘by Roadline 


‘Cheques/postal orders to British Nat- 
ionalist, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders and 
enquiries concerning British Nationalist 
entirely separate froom other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 


Page eighteen 


VOTE BRITISH NATIONAL PART} 


JOIN THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


Prnned & pubtahed by BNP. FO tis 117, Waling. Kant O46 300 Printed © pilsned by Sita National Party. AO Box 117, Weling Kane GAi6 30W 


TWO NEW LEAFLETS 
Specially designed to focus on the BNP 


election victory in Tower Hamlets, one for 
further elections, the other for recruitment. 


For details see the preceding page and this 
page. 


Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 
prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 
local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate's name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 


Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.50 for 1,000 and £5.00 for 2,000. 
BNP Recordings 


Rally ’93. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged just outside London on November 6th 
1993. Hear and see speeches by John Morse, David 
Bruce, Kirk Lyons, Claude Cornilleau and John 
Tyndall. Excellent quality of film! 


Each of the 
speakers stressed 
that in the 
coming year the 
gearing of the 
party to contest 
elections would 
take precedence 
over all other 
activity. The 
now famous vic- 
tory in the 
London Borough 
of Tower Ham- 
lets had well and 
truly put the 
BNP on the map 
nationwide, and 
there was now 
the chance to extend the party’s success by 
winning further council seats. This chance 
must not be lost. . 

Various speakers at the conference 
emphasised the importance of door-to-door 
paper sales in areas where elections were to 
be fought — these sales being a kind of 
advance canvassing at the same time. Can- 
vassing indeed was a major theme through- 
out the conference, this being the main 
recipe for the party’s success in Millwall last 
September. 

Richard Edmonds, Eddy Butler, Tony Le 


Rally °92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 
by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally °91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally *°90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally ’87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos cost £12.00 plus 98p p&p. 

Allied publications 

We recommend the following two publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 
reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 

CANDOUR 

British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: UK £12.00 per year; 
Overseas £15.00 per year; U.S.A $25.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Send a £5 note for a six-month trial subscrip- 
tion to: PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


FROM THE PLATFORM 
Tony Le Comber speaks 


Comber, David Bruce and John Tyndall 


spoke, the latter saying that now that the 
party was moving into a new league of polit- 
ics it must get rid of all exhibitionists, 
egotists, thrill-seekers and hobbyists and to 
become much more professional in every 
respect. 

The conference, attended by about 100, 
was ably chaired by local Regional 
Organiser John Peacock. 


BNP gears up for council elections 


OTHER PARTIES IN PANIC AS NATIONALISTS 
BID TO TAKE OVER NEIGHBOURHOOD 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY could 
in May this year actually take control of a 
local authority neighbourhood and dispose of 
a housing budget of no less than £24 
million. This is the prospect that has 
horrified the political establishment and in 
particular the opposing parties in Tower 
Hamlets borough, East London. 

This possibility has already been the 
subject of extensive media comment. It was 
examined in the Sunday TV current affairs 
programme On the Record on February 
13th, and this was followed up by an 
alarmed article ‘Springtime for Hitler’ (sic) 
in the left-wing weekly New 
Statesman and Society on 
the Friday after. 

The Borough Council of 
Tower Hamlets operates a 
policy of decentralisation in 


A much fairer report of developments was 
provided in Eastside Digest, a local non- 
political business magazine. This report, 
which accurately quoted Derek eae 

vention of the ELPA could siphon off just his account of the growing support for the 
enough votes from Labour os Stee” BNP, acknowledged that the party... 

BNP to sweep all Millwall seats.’’ ‘.. could finish up with its three 
The EPLA is in fact the East London candidates in Millwall Ward controlling 
People’s Alliance, a moderate left-wing Contd. overleaf 
group formed mainly out of disillusioned 
Labourites. Only last month a leading 
Labour Councillor, Ted Johns, quit the party 
to go over to the Alliance. Johns, with a 
strong personal following in the area, could 
indeed take a good many Labour votes with 
him and thus split the forces opposed to the 

BNP. 


in the Labour camp fear that the inter- 


Legal Fund: 
£861.65 raised 


To date, contributions to the 
British National Party Legal Fund, 
opened up to help in the defence 
of Richard Edmonds and four other 
activists charged with offences 
following the Brick Lane riot in 
September last year, have totalled 
£861.65. With a target of £3,000, 
this leaves a further £2,138.35 to 


COULD THE BNP FLAG F FLY ON 
ISLAND'S MUNICIPAL OFFICES? 


ee ee be raised. 
being devolved to districts arate meting pot with the resi The five men, who _ include 


the Island’s Labour Party. 
Secretary, Kathy: McTasney and 
Chairman, Sandra Ireland resigned after (ate 
| Labour's Hard Left tried to dump mod- 
| erate candidate, James Hunt who lost 
the seat to the British National Party. 
It was followed by an astonishing 
statement from their hated enemy, 


known as ‘neighbourhoods’. 
The Isle of Dogs, where the 
BNP won a seat in last 


British Nationalist editor John 
Morse, are now scheduled to 


appear at Crown Court some time 


September’s by-election, has 
five seats on the council. 
Since the BNP will be 
putting up three candidates, 
including sitting Councillor 
Derek Beackon, in May’s 
election, if all get elected it 
will mean that the party will 
have a majority of three to 
two in the neighbourhood, 
and thus determine the 
housing budget. 

And what is frightening 
the daylights out of the 
BNP’s opponents is that, on 
current form, there is every 
chance of this happening! 

Not only the BNP’s own 
doorstep polls but also its 
enemies’ show that since 
Derek Beackon was elected 
the party’s support in the 
area has actually increased. 

The New Statesman and 
Society article spoke of the 
frenzied efforts the local 


Labour Party is now making to mobilise 
canvassers, with 80 out on the streets in 
freezing weather on Sunday, February 13th. 


And it went on to say:- 


‘‘Nevertheless, many of the activists on 
the canvass admit that Labour has a diff- 
icult fight with the BNP on its hands. The 
neo-Nazis (sic) have been out on the 
knocker on the white council estates in 
groups of 30 or 40 most weekends for 
several months, they say, and racism 
among the white working class on the 
Island is deep-rooted. With racist former 
Lib Dem voters likely to vote BNP, some 


| Britain’s only elected BNP councillor, 


Derek Beakon. In an exclusive interview 
with Digest he revealed his master plan 


“The BNP will have three good candi- 


| dates in the field for the May local gov- 


ernment elections. I am confident we 


; will get-enough votes to take over the 


Island. 

“Support for our policy of providing 
homes for the sons and daughters of 
Islanders has grown in the months since 
I was elected. 

“Divisions in the other parties are 


| helping us at this stage, but everywhere 


people are pledging their support when 
I explain calmly what our housing poli- 
cies will be. 

“The opposition is talking about 
Rights for Whites, but we are promising 
to make sure the sons and daughters of 
the voters get priority housing. Under 
Labour’s ethnic quotas policies, they 
have been forced to move away from 
their families into other parts of London. 
That is wrong and, as I believe in the 
working class, we will change the hous- 
ing policy.” he added. 

With democracy suspended in the 
Isle of Dogs and a ban on local council- 
lors holding their “surgeries” on coun- 
ci-owned property, the BNP councillor 


| to control the Island’s £23M budget and Aap 
| thousands of council-owned homes. 


for the same way as eve: rybody else.” 

Each voter has three votes in the local 
elections and can allocate any number of 
them on a one vote per candidate basis. 
The BNP could finish up with its three 
candidates in Millwall Ward controlling 
the five councillor Isle of Dogs 
Neighbourhood with its upmarket 
waterside homes, upgraded council 
homes and glittering office develop- 
ments like Canary Wharf. 

When the Hard Left gained contro] 
they moved into a £4M new town hall, 
providing by the LDDC - and promptly 
renamed it Jack Dash House, after a 
Docks hero. 

There would, apparently, be nothing 
to stop the BNP renaming the 
place...Oswald Mosley House. A higher 
profile for area, the media is already call- 
ing the Fascist Capital of England. 


Jack Dash House, Municipal HQ of the Isle of Dogs. Could it becuse 
Osward Mosley House if the BNP gets its three candidates elected in May? 


people came only weeks after a 
“Whitewash” inquest on the election 
defeat which blamed the candidate not 
the policies. 

James Hunt sided with local voters who 
revolted against the housing policies of 
the controlling Hard Left Labour council- 
lors, which appeared to favour homeless | 
Bengalis in housing allocations. 

But the switch came too late as the 
BNP moved in to exploit the gaping 
credibility gap with angry voters, who 
had always been traditional Labour. 

The ethnic quotas policy was first 
exposed in Digest and resulted in moder- 
ates ousting the Millwall hardliners. 

But there was not enough time to 
prove their new housing policy before 
an Autumn by-election allowed BNP 
candidate Derek Beakon to get the 
same message across for his party. 

Furious Left-wingers turned on 
Labour’s loser - “I wear a suit, have a job 


has taken to the streets. LABOUR PAIR QUIT and own my own home, and could there- 
“I have been welcomed in dozens of OVER iR RACE POLICY fore be expected to upset them anyway” 
| homes where I am able to see voters —— - and tried to press a vote of no confi- 
personally. Everybody is fed up with the x] Bs rising "strength of the B BNP Hence if him 
Hard Left Labour and their housing pol- and split in the Millwall Labour The moderate officials resigned in 
icy. I have nothing against blacks and Party was forecast in Digest 52. protest making it clear the race issue 
asians and they will decide who to vote The resignation of the group's two top was the chief cause of the split 


This headline to the report in Eastside Digest tells the 
story. The BNP now actually has a real chance of taking 
over a municipal neighbourhood with an annual budget 


of at least £24 million! 


in May of this year. It seems clear 
that great political 


pressure is 
being applied to ensure that these. 
men receive terms of imprison- 
ment, quite regardless of their guilt 
or innocence on the charges they 
are facing. 

It is essential that the five 
receive good legal representation, 
and for this reason we have 
reopened the Legal Fund that was 
launched in the past to deal with 
other cases. If it should transpire 
that legal expenses fall short of. 
this figure, the balance will be set 
by as a reserve to help other BNP 
personnel needing legal help in the 
future. 

We ask everyone to contribute 
generously te this fund. Please 
send donations to BNP Legal Fund, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 
3DW. 


SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover production 


and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations from our 
supporters so that we may remain solvent. 


Because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in these 


columns, we have found it impossible to induce wholesale distributers to 
handle our magazine. It is therefore not to be found on sale in high street 
newsagents or bookshops. Hence our need for additional financial support. 
Please send all contributions to: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 

Please note that receipts are not normally sent for donations of less than 

£10 unless specifically requested, in which case an SAE would be apprec- 
fated. 
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ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 

BM Box 3958, London WC1N 3XX 
EAST LONDON 

PO Box 300, Emma Street, 
Hackney, London E2 7BZ 
HILLINGDON 

PO Box 390, Uxbridge, 

Middlesex UB8 3BA 
RICHMOND-UPON-THAMES 
PO Box 94 Teddington, 
Middlesex TW11 9EY 
CROYDON & MERTON 

PO Box 301, Carshalton, 

Surrey SM5 4QW 

SOUTH EAST LONDON 

PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


EPPING FOREST 
‘PO Box*12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 


WEST KENT 

PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 
EAST KENT 

PO Box 8, Ashford TN23 2EL 
WATFORD 

BM Box 1245, London WCIN 3XX : 
MILTON KEYNES 

PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 
BEDFORD 

PO Box 174, Kempston, 

Bedford MK42 8EQ 

CAMBRIDGE 

PO Box 817, Waterbeach, 

Cambridge CB5 9JR 

BERKSHIRE & NORTH HANTS. 
BCM Box 4110, London WCIN 3XX 
ISLE OF WIGHT 

PO Box 7, Ventnor, I.0.W. PO38 1RA 
DEVON 

PO Box 160, Exeter EX1 3YY 
SOUTH WALES 

PQ Box 632,. Cardiff CF2 1UU 
‘BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, 

Birmingham B44 9LZ 

WEST BROMWICH 

PO Box 3398, West Bromwich B70 OLA 


Contact your 
local party unit! 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over 
most of the United Kingdom. Here we give a 
list of the main units. 


WORCESTER 
PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU 


CANNOCK 
PO Box 3, Cannock WS11 2AF 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 
PO Box 45, Wellingborough NN8 3HE 


LEICESTER 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


NOTTINGHAM 
PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


MANSFIELD & ASHFIELD 
PO Box 20, Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP 


CHESTERFIELD 
PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 
Derbyshire S40 1FP 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


WARRINGTON 
c/o PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 7PT 


The BNP also has units in Hounslow & 
Staines, Redbridge, Newham, Barking & 
Dagenham, Havering, Southend-on-Sea, Isle 
of Sheppey, Woking, Southampton, Reading, 
Gloucestershire, Bristol & Bath, Bourne- 
mouth, Stevenage, Enfield & South Herts., 
Stourbridge, Coventry, Grantham, Derby, 
Ilkeston, North Wales, Bolton & Bury, 
Ashton-under-Lyme, Batley, York, Skipton, 
Tees-side, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Stirling & 
Alloa, Fife, Cumbernauld, Greenock, Dum- 
barton, Lanarkshire, Ayr, Cumnock (Ayr- 
shire), Inverness and Belfast. If you want to 
make contact with any of these units, or start 
a new unit, please write to BNP Head Office 
at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


ROCHDALE 

PO Box 118, Rochdale, 

Lancs. OL16 1AH 

OLDHAM 

PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 
BLACKBURN 

PO Box 149, Blackburn, 

Lancs. BB2 2UQ 


BURNLEY 
PO Box 169, Burnley, Lancs. BB10 3AP 


NELSON & COLNE 

c/o PO Box 169, 

Burnley, Lancs. BB10 3AP 
TODMORDEN 

PO Box 15, Todmorden, Lancs. OL14 7NQ 
BLACKPOOL 

PO Box 53, South Shore, 
Blackpool FY4 1FS 

LEEDS 

PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
BRADFORD 

PO Box 565, Bradford BD10 0YZ 
HUDDERSFIELD 

PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 
DEWSBURY 

PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 
HALIFAX 

PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
HULL 

PO Box 558, Hull HUS 3YW 
DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, 

Co. Durham DL3 9RD 

TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 25, Sunderland SR3 1YZ 
CUMBRIA 

PO Box 7, Ulverston, Cumbria LA12 8LX 
EDINBURGH 

PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 
MIDLOTHIAN 

PO Box 14, Dalkeith EH22 5DL 
WEST LOTHIAN 

PO Box 50, Livingston EH54 8JJ 
TAYSIDE 

PO Box 210, Dundee DD1 9EP 
GLASGOW 

PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


in Millwall from one to three. It underlines 
the importance of the party’s campaign there 
during the coming weeks. Everyone in or 
near East London must make the maximum 
effort to help this campaign. 


homes, upgraded council homes and glit- 
tering office developments like Canary 
Wharf.”’ 
This then is the glittering prize awaiting 
the BNP if it can increase its representation 


Find out about the British National Party 


| COUNCIL ELECTIONS | 
(Contd. from prev. page | 


‘the five-councillor Isle of Dogs Neigh- 
_ bourhood, with its upmarket waterside 


Send 50p for information pack to:- UNA ivecrclicicivvievenesdite cha, RS eR 
P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING aria oids uncenn iain coan dines aaah apiel = Odes vaapeabios 


KENT DA16 3DW 
(Telephone enquiries to 081 316 4721) 
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